
T ............. _ •• .......I .. i~ •• ~_/l"'" •• l1li ____ 

"'" )21-'662 l22.J660 m4701 m ...... ' 

Ralph B. Jordan 
County Counsel 
County of Kern 
Administration and Courts 

Building, Fifth Floor 
141S Truxtun Avenue 
Bakersfield, CA 93301 

Dear Mr. Jordan: 

April 17, 1985 

Re: Your Request for Advice 
Our No. A-8S-069 
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You have requested that our agency review your office's 
memorandum regarding the economic interests of Mr. Randall L. 
Abbott and Mr. Steven G. Ladd, Planning Director and Deputy 
Planning Director, respectively, of the County of Kern. Your 
request is made with their conccrrrence and they have reviewed 
and approved the factual statement in your memorandum as to its 
accuracy. You have graciously agreed to a two-day extension on 
the time period for our response pursuant to Government Code 
Section 83114{b). 

Our review and advice is general in nature and will not 
comment upon any past actions taken by these two gentlemen. I 
will set forth below the facts as stated in your office's 
memorandum and then I will comment on the conclusions reached in 
the memorandum, by number, and I incorporate the memorandum.in 
its entirety as a part of this letter, rather than restate all 
its contents. 

FACTS 

Randall L. Abbott, Planning Director, and 
Steven G. Ladd, Deputy Director, with their wives 
purchased one Jay Carter Model 2S wind turbine on 
December 9, 1982. _ .That turbine is designated as Tower 
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141, Generator t160, and located in Row 2, Site 12, in 
the Oak Creek Energy Systems Wind Park near 
Tehachapi. The purchase price of S80,000 (plus S4,800 
sales tax) for the turbine was financed by a $40,000 
loan from Sierra National Bank of Tehachapi, a loan of 
$25,000 from Oak Creek Energy Systems, Inc., secured 
by the wind turbine, and cash for the balance paid in 
June of 1983 by buyers (approximately $5,000 by each 
of the four). The loan ~rom Oak Creek Energy Systems, 
Inc., is evidenced by a Collateral Promissory Note 
(Without Recourse) dated December 9, 1982, and 
provides for the loan and repayment of $25,000 due on 
December 8, 2002, payable quarterly in the amount of 
$934.75 with interest at the rate of 14% per annum. 

Mr Abbot and Mr. Ladd with their wives executed a 
Wind Turbine Sales and Management Agreement on 
December 9, 1982, which provides for the sale, 
installation, maintenance, and management of the 
system. Costs of management were included in the 
sales price for 1982, but thereafter would be 2 1/2% 
of gross. The same parties executed a Site Ground 
Lease with Oak Creek Energy Systems, Inc., for a term 
of 20 years commencing on December 9, 1982, for a 
monthly rental of 7 1/2% of gross sales for each site 
leased for a wind generating machine. -Gross sales· 
are defined in the lease agreement as the total 
selling price of all merchandise or services sold or 
rendered in, on, or from the premises, specifically 
proceeds from all sales of electricity to Southern 
California Edison from the wind generating machines 
owned and operated by lessee on the premises leased. 
For the quarter ending September 30, 1984, Wind 
Machine t2-12 owned by Abbott and Ladd generated 
revenues of $696.24 from 7736 kilowatts. At 7 1/2% 
these revenues resulted in lease fees of $52.22 for 
the quarter. On an annual basis the land lease has an. 
undiscounted' value of $208.88 and over 20 years, the 
term of the lease, $4,177.60. These figures are 
projections and altogether dependent on the gross -
revenues generated quarterly. 

In ad~ition a Maintenance and Servicing- Agreement 
was execu_ed on December 9, 1982 between Mr. Abbott 
and Mr. Ladd with their wives and Wind Maintenance, 
Inc. for a term of seven (7) years with an oction to 
renew fo~ ~hirteen (13) years. The cost of -
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maintenance and repairs will be cost plus ten percent 
(10') not to exceed ten percent (10\) of the owner's 
proceeds from the exploitation of the system. 

Mr. Abbott and Mr. Ladd filed the requisite 
Statements of Economic Interest on February 8, 1983, 
and February 1, 1984, disclosing the wind turbine 
ownership and associated loans. The site lease was 
not disclosed and was not required to be disclosed 
pursuant to 2 Cal. Adm. Code Section 18233(c). 

REVIEW OF CONCLUSIONS 

1. This is an accurate statemeqt of the law. However, 
under Government Code Section 8710011 all public officials are 
subject to that section's disqualification requirements, whether 
or not they are designated employees in their agency's Conflict 
of Interest Code. 

2. sSectiQn 1126 is outside the Po~~tical Reform Actll 
and, hence, beyond the purview of this .agency. You may wish to 
consult with the~Attorney G,neral'g,Qffi;e with regard to this 
issue. 

3. Based upon the valuation which you have provided, your 
analysis is correct. See Section 82033, and the Commission's 
Overstreet Opinion, 6 FPPC Opinions 12 at 16. 

4. An outstanding loan is income, Section 82030(a), unless 
it meets one of the exclusions in Section 82030{b) (8), (9) or 
(10). Neither the loan from Seirra National Bank a commercial 
lending 1nst1 ut1on, but more than $10 000 nor the not 

ree ~nergy Systems (not a commercial lending institution) 
~ee s e cr1 er1a or exc US10n. onseguent Y, eac oan 1S 
re ortable 1ncome to the two gentlemen. However, because Sierra 
Nationa an 1S a commerC1a en 1ng 1nstitution, as long as 
the loan is -made in-the regular course of business on term$ 
available to the public without regard to official status,­
Sierra National Bank is not an economic interest under Section 
87103(c). Because Oak Creek Energy Systems is not a commercial 

11 All statutory references are to the Government Code 
unless otherwise stated. 

11 Sections 81000-91015. 
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lending institution, ;t is, as you have concluded, a source of 
income of $250 or more as defined in Section 87l03(c). 

5. Your conclusion is correct as long as it is remembered 
that each disqualification situation must be resolved on the 
particula7 facts involved and a blanket rule should not be 
applied.l 

6. Your conclusion is correct as to those decisions for 
which it is reasonably foreseeable that the effect of the 
decision on Oak Creek Energy Systems will be material as to Oak 
Creek. We have no information upon which to reach a conclusion 
as to materiality. Consequently, you will need to examine the 
facts carefully. This will remain the case so long as the 
outstanding balance for each gentleman is $~O or more and for a 
period of 12 months following the point in time where the 
balance is reduced below that level. 

7. As stated previously, we cannot comment on past 
conduct. 

8. Your conclusion is correct, subject to the caveat 
contained in my comments, above, to numbers 4, 5 and 6. 

9. As you have pointed out, the Political Reform Act does 
not require divestiture, only disqualification on a 
transactional basis. Beyond that, we cannot comment. 

In terms of the Analysis portion of your office's 
memorandum, the reference to "influencing legislative or 
administrative action- is misplaced. The focus should be on our 
regulation, 2 Cal. Adm. Code Section 18700 (copy enclosed), for 
determining what activities are proscribed.lI With this 
exception, the Analysis is correct with respect to its 
discussion of the provisions of the Political Reform Act. 
Again, we cannot comment on past actions or on the Section 1126 
issue. 

1/ However, this may change in the future. See enclosed 
proposed regulation 2 Cal. Adm. Code Section 18702.1. 

1/ ~ also tne enclosed copy of our Advice Letter, No. 
A-84-057, to Mayor Dianne Fienstein which discussed what 
constitutes ·participation" in a decision. 
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I trust that this letter has provided you with the 
assistance which you sought. Should you have any questions, 
please do not hesitate to contact me at (916) 322-5901. 

REL:plh 
Enclosure 

Sincerely, --g L -t p::2~, L 
Robert E.~;i9h7' 
Counsel 
Legal Division 

, 
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INITIAL STATEMENT OF REASONS 
~ -: I'; f ; 

.. !..;. 
, "I.., 

J ..; 
Adopt 2 Cal. Adm. Code Section 18702.1 

Situation Addressed: Under Government Code Section 87100 no 
public official shall make, participate in making, or in any way 
attempt to use his official pOSition to influence a governmental 
decision in which he knows or has reason to know he has a 
financial interest. Government Code Section 87103 states that a 
public official has a financial interest in a decision if the 
decision would have a reasonably foreseeable material financial 
effect on certain financial interests. Officials have 
difficulty in determining when the effect of a decision would be 
material. 

Purpose and Factual Basis: This proposed regulation defines 
when a person or business entity ·appears· before a public 
official in connection with a decision. It describes when 
disqualification will or will not be necessary based on the 
person or business entity appearing before the official in 
connection with the decision and the type of decision being 
made. This regulation will provide additional guidelines to 
public officials to determine their need to disqualify 
themselves from participating in a gover~ental decision. 

Studies and Reports·Relied Upon: None: 

Cost Estimates: There is no potential cost impact on private 
persons or businesses1 public agencies or school districts1 
small businesses1 or local, state, or federal government. 

Use of Specific Technologies or Equipment: None 
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COHTINUA TIOH SH liT 

FOR F'LnlO ADMINISTRAT1V! REOULATIONS 
WITH TlU SECRETARY 0' STAT! 

" .. ,.. .... , .. Go .... ",,,,_, c.". S •• u." I 1l10. n 

Adopt 2 Cal. Adm. Code Section 18702.1. 

18702.1. Disgualification 

(a) Except as provided in subsection (c), a public 

official shall not make, participate in makinq,or use his or 

her official position to influence a governmental decision if: 

(1) Any person which has been a source of income 

(including gifts) to the official of $250 or more in 

the preceding 12 months appears before-the official in 

4/4/85 

connection with the decision: 

(2) Any business entity in which the official has 

a direct or indirect investment of $1,000 or more, or 
"" 

in which the official is an· officer t director, oartner",-

trustee, employee, or holds any position of management, 

appears before the official in connection with the 

decision; 

(3) The decision concerns the zoning or rezoning, 

annexation or deannexation, sale, purchase or lease, 

actual or permitted use, or inclusion in or exclusion 

from any city, county, district or other local 

government subdivision of, or taxes or fees assessed or 

imposed on, or any similar decision as to real property 

in which the official has a direct or indirect inter~st . 

of $l,~OO or morel 
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CONTINUATJOH SHUT 

'OR FILING ADMINISTRATIVE REGULATIONS 
WITH TIt I SECRETARY OF STATI 
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( 4) The ~xpenses or i~come of the official or his . 

or her immediate family will be increased or decreased 

by at least $250 by the decision; 'or 

(5) It is reasonably foreseeable that the 

decision will have a material financial effect, as 

defined in'2 Cal. Adm. Code Sections 18702 or 18702.2, 

on a source of income (including gifts) to the official 

of $250 or more in the past 12 months, on a business 

entity in which the official has a direct or indirect 

investment of $1,000 or more or in which the official 

is an officer, director, partner, trustee, emoloyee, or 

holds any pOSition of management, or on any real 

property in which the official has a direct or indirect 

investment of Sl,OOO or more. 

(b) A person or business entity appears before an 

official in connection with a decision when that person or 

entity, either personally or by an agent: 

(1) Requests the decision by filing an 

application, petition, apceal, or other written or oral 

request with the official or the official's agency; 

(2) Is a named party in the oroceeding concernina 

the decision before the official or the body on which 

the official serves; 
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COHTIHUA TIOH SHUT 

'OR FILING ADMINISTRATIVE REGULATION$ 
WITM THE SECRETARY OF STATE 
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(3) Attempts to influence the decision by oral or 

written communications made directly to the official, 

by testimony or written communications made part of the 

written record before the official, or by statements, 

testimony or other oral or written presentations made 

at any public or private hearing or meeting before the 

official or the official's agency at which the official 

is present. 

(c) Notwithstanding subsection (a) an official does 

not have to disqualify himself or herself from a governmental 

decision if: 

4/4/85 

(1) The effect of the decision on the official or 

his or her immediate family, on the source of income to 

the official, on the business entity· in which the 

official has an investment or in which the official is 

a director, officer, partner, trustee, employee or 

holds a position of management, or on real procerty in 

which the official has a direct or indirect investment, 

will not be distinguishable from its effect on the 

public generally as defined in 2 Cal. Adm. Code Section 

18703. 

(2) The decision only affects the salary, per 

diem, or reimbursement for expenses the official or his 

or her spouse receives from a state or local government 
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C:OHT'IofUA TIQH SHalT 

,OR FILINO ADMINISTRATIVE REGULATIONS 
WITH TMI SICRITARY a, STATI 

!I~II'."'_f Ie c ....... _. C .... hell ... 11J80.1) 

agency. This subsection does not aeply to decisions to 

hire, fire, promote, demote, or discipline an 

official's spouse, or to set a salary for an official's 

spouse which is different from' salaries paid to other 

employees of· the spouse's agency in the same job 

classification or position. 

(3) Although disgualification would otherwise be 

reguired under subsection (a) (1) or (a) (2), the 

decision will have no financial effect on the person or 

business entity who appears before the official. 

AUTHORITY: Gov. Code Section 83112 
.-

REFERENCE: Gov. Code Section 87103 

--- ~- -~--
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The Grand Jury believes after reviewin~ these documents and 

based upon the opinions expressed therein, that the Kern r.ountv 

Plannin~ Director and the Deputy Plannin~ Pirector did and still 

do hold interests which require disqualification as to any 

decision which will have a reasonably foreseeable material 

financial effect upon the developer, Oak r.reek Ener~y ~ystems, 
Inc. Becase of their ownership of a wind turhine, they should 

not be involved in any aspect of wind ener~y to avoid both actual 

conflicts of interest and the appearance of such conflicts and 

should separate themselves from further involvement as a matter 

of sound public policy. 

The Grand Jury expects our county officials, who serve the 

public at taxpayers' expense, to act in a manner above reproach. 
In the case just reviewed, it is considered that remarkably poor 

judgment was exercised by the Director of the Plannin~ Department 
and his assistant. 
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RETRO~PECTION 

The consideration of tax credits available to wind turbine 

owners were not our charge, nor part of our investigation. 
However, this tax credit aspect of wind park development 

continually surfaced and would have one wonder if this is the 
motivating force behind what the Grand Jury perceives as 

disorderly and rapid wind park development. The Grand Jury would 
be re~iss in not mentioning this consideration. However, this 

aspect of wind park development can only be addressed by tax 
authorities. 

It should again be mentioned that the concept of wind energy 

is not being debated, and not all windparks are out of 

compliance. The physical aspects relating to maintenance and 
abandonment remain a legacy for Kern County to resolve. 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. THF. GRAND JURY RF:COMMFNn~ THAT THF: ROARD OF ~tJPERVIS(1R~ 

RF.OUF.~T A CUMlJLATIVF. F.NVIRI"NMENTAL IMPACT RFPORT FOR THE 
LAN!) ENCOMPA~SING PRF.SF.NT AND FUTURE WINDPARKS. 

2. THE 1984-1985 GRAND JURY STRONGLY lJRGF.~ F.ACH MF.MRF.R OF 
THF. BOARD OF SUPF.RVI~OR~ TO ~UPPORT THF. PURLIC WORK~ 
DIRECTOR IN HI~ A~~ESSMENT AND ADVICF. CONCF.RNING 
NONCOMPLIANCR WITH rHF. WIND ENF.RGY ORDINANCF.. 

3. THE GRAND JURY RECOMMEND~ THAT IN ORDF.R TO FULLY 
COMPRF.HEND CONTINUING COMPLAINT~ AIMED AT APPROVED 
VARIANCE~. THE HOARD OF SUPERVISOR~ ~HOULD ACOUIRF. 
FIRST-HAND KNOWLEDGE BY PERSONALLY VIEWING PUBLIC WORK~ 
DF.PARTMENT'S VIDF.O TAPF.S AND BY ON-SITE INSPF.CTION OF THF. 
AREAS OF CONCF.RN. 

4. THE GRAND JURY RECOMMENDS THAT F.ACH MEMBER OF THE BOARD 
OF SUPERVI~OR~ RF.VIEW THF. GRAND JURY'S PHOTOGRAPHIC RECORDS 
OF AREA~ IN OUF.~TION. 

5 • THE GRAND JURY RECOMMEND~ THAT THF. ROARD OF ~UPF.RVI ~(1RS 

CONSIDER AND APPROVE AN ORDF.R THAT THE PLANNING DF.PARTMENT 
DIRECTOR AND HI~ DEPUTY REFRAIN FROM PARTICIPATING IN ALL 
WIND ENERGY MATTERS ON REHALF OF THE COUNTY OF KERN SO LONG 
AS THRY HOLD THEIR CURRF.NT INTF.RF.~TS IN A WIND TURBINF. IN 
ORDF.R TO AVOID ACTUAL CONFLICTS OF INTF.RF.~T AND THE 
APPF..ARANCE OF ~UCH CONFLICT~. 
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~tJP'PORT OOct1MENTS 

1. Negative Declaration 

2. Initial Study Review - Ne~ative Declaration 

3. Office Memorandum: Environmental Consultations 

4. Tehachapi Resource Conservation District 

5. Tehachapi Resource Conservation District 

6. Memorandum - Environmental Health Division 

7. Letter of Protest 

8. Page 3 - ProEosed Wind Rnergy Ordinance, Minority Report 

9. Letter of Opposition 

10. 5.0.5. Article - Tehachapi News 

11. Sierra Club Correspondence 

12. Sierra Club Correspondence 

13. Kern County Building Inspection Department - Correspondence 

Concerning Compliance 

14. Sierra Club Correspondence 

15. u.S. Department of ~riculture - Tehachapi Field Office 

16. California Energy Commission 

17. Kern County Office Memorandum: Status of Machines of Cannon 

I & II 

18. Tehachapi Wind Parks 

19. Department of Public Works - Compliance Letter - (One of 

Many) 

20. Sierra Club Correspondence 
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TO IIDI IT MY COIICtJtI: 

Pursuant to the C:al1fo"",h EnYfrol'llllenta1 Quality Act of 1970 (CEO" I , • the State CEOA 
Guldel1nes,- and the Kern Count)' Gufdellnes for llIIpleHntation of CEO" and Stata CEQ,l. 
Gl.Ildel1lM1s, -- the ICe"", County department, identified below, hIS l114de an Initial Stud), of 
possible emirol1lental impacts of the following-described project: 

.,'UtAln': (1) Cannon Ffnaneftl Gro~, Inc.; (ZI Cannon Capital Group 

APPl.I'ClnDl: (1) Zone C"ange Case 12, Map 1168; Zone Change Case fl, Map 1180; Zone' 
Change Case 'Z, Map '197; and Zone Chal1ge Case 17, KIp 1198; (Z) Zone Change Case 16, KIp 
'197 and Zone Change case f8, Map 1197 

LOQTlOI: (1) Pol"tion of Section 1. TlIH, R14W, $88&14; Pol"tion of Section 6, T11M. IUJW, 
S881M; Portion of Section 33, T12M, RUW, SB8IM; Pol"tion of Section 31, T3ZS, R3!iE, 
MOBlM; located general1y in the Cameron Canyon area, southerl)' of State Route 58, Hst 
of Tehachapi; IZ) Pol"tion of Section 6, T11M, 1l1:N, S881M; located generally in tbe 
c.weron Canyon area, eut of Tehachapi, Count)' of Kern. State of ca 11 fo"",l4 

DESClImDl I1F PID1'OSID PIDJECT: (1) This fs a zone change 1'1"01 E-8 R-S (Za-acre Estate­
Suburban Residential) to £-8 R-S W-E (ZO-acre Estate - Suburban Residenthl - Wind 
Ene1Y) and A W-E (EAclusive Agricultural - Wind Energy); A-I (Light Agricultural) to A 
W-E Exclusive Agricultural - Wind Energy); and E-8 R-F (ZO-acre Estate - Recreational 
Forestry) and A-l (General Agricul tural) tl) A WeE (Exclusive Agricul tural - WI nd En­
ergy): to pt1"llit development of wind energy fal"lls on approximately 617 acres. Developer 
Ilroposes to install an unspecified number of wind turtline generators for energy produc­
tion. Towr height is 60 feet witb a 39-foot blade in diameter. (Z) A change in zone 
classification frat A-I (Lfgllt Agricultural) to A W-E (EAclusiYe Agricultural - Wind 
£nervI 

JRTtGATrOl RDSUIES Included in the Proposed Project to Avoid Potentially SIgnificant 
Effeets (if required): 

In iftl1)leuntation of the Wind £nergy zone, the following II1tigation _!Sures shall II'ply: 

1. DftelollMnt to cCJllply with the follOwing geologic .easures: 

a. My penllanent s'tr'\lc<tures constructed on site should be designed to at least 1111,,1.l1li 
requireaents for Sef5llic Zone 4, based on the latest edition of the Unitol'll Bu11d­
ing Code. If habitable structures are planned on this property, it is reeamaendel1 
that subsurface expt orat1 on be perf01"lled at the !)f'Oposed bul1 di ng si tel $) to veri fy 
the absence or presence of faul t traces. 

b. Vind turbine locations be such that in the event of collapse. tbe !lachine will not 
cIaIIage struc:turH on thi s or adjacent properties. 

c. To !Ifni_he the effects of soil cree, and possible surficial sllJllling, foundations 
for struc:tures or town shoul d extend through the surficial sol1 into bedrock. If 
toW" are to be located in deep alluvial areas, a sons engineering repol"t is 
reca-ended to proYidtt foundatfon rec ..... ndatlons. . 

d. SIte grading be such that erosion of surficial soils, cut and fftl slopes, and 
aceess roads be trfni_imd. 

Z. ~pl1c:ant shatt contact and CtIIIpl), wi th In)' l1Ieasures proposed by the So11 Conservation 
Service and the Tl!hachlp1 Resource Conservation District 'or erosion control. 

3. Our1ng actual devetopillent of the property, if subsurflce culturat resources are encoun­
tered, they shall be left in place and a qualified archaeologist shall be called in to 
eXaJli ne the fi ndi ngs. iIork sha 11 not reslIIIIf! un t11 the archaeo 1 O9i st lias rev 1 eMld tile 
findings, made reeamaendat10ns for their removal or preservation, and had a reasQnable 
opportunit), to carry out any necessary !IIitigation procedures. 

4. Provfd~ a 3D-foot radius of clear area at the base of each tower for fuel break. 

a. No access road Is to be greater than 15i grade or less than 20 feet wide. 

No 
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ACElCrt5 COISULTED: Stat. C1 •• ringhous.; It.C. Public WOrts/Rolds. K.C. Publtc WOrts: K.C. 
HIIIU\ o.pt; !C.C. "f,.. o.pt.; It.C. lilt.r AiI.ney; Sol1 Conlll"'t&tion S.NiC1l; lI.toul"C' 
Cons.Nltion District. T.hachlp1 

tlITtAL STUDT Pa:PNlD IT: F,..d SflllOn/ICERN COUNTY PlANNING DEPARTKNT 

P1lDtllCS: It hIS be.,. fIound that this pl"1lject. II desc:r1btd Ind PM2POSed to 1:11 l11tigated 
heretn. will not han a stgntftcant effact on tl'!e envirol'll.,.t. end that an environmentel 
1111l11ct ,..port (ElK) 11. th.refo,... not MlqutMtd by the CEQ". A bri.f stat.ell.nt of rllsons 
suppa rti ng such ff ndt ng s 1 s as flo 11 0'" : 

1. Ther. does not "I)ptar to be a substanthl body of opinion tl'!at considers or 
will consid.r the YlMOUS ant1ctpated env1roIWental effacts resulttng fra- the 
proposed action to be adYe"SI. 

Z. Proposed develo~nt would not "I)pell" to create a doIIItStic (fndustrhl. 
agricultural) water deaand which might substantially degrade or depl.tI 
groundwater ,..sources; nor would tt interiere substanthlly witi'! present 
groundwater recharge capab111 tt es. 

3. Proposed action (dev.loplant) should not breach published national. statl. or 
local standal"'ds relating to soltd WlSte or Ittter control • 

4. Proposed project would not "I)pear to ha". any potenthl fIor disruptton or 
alteratton of U) an archaeologtcal stte over 200 years old. (2) .. historic 
stte of recol"'d, or (3) a paleontological stte. 

S. Proposal would not appear to cause a substantial tncrease 1n traffic as tt 
would relate to extsttng trafftc loads and capacities of the ctrculatton 
systl!ll seN1ng the site. 

Ally person l1li1 objec:t to dispensing with such ElK or Mlspond to the flnd1ft9s herein. 
Infonnation relattng to the proposed pl"1lject is on fne in the offices of the department 
tdenttfied below. at the address sho"," below. Ally penon wishing to ex.tne or obtain a 
copy of that infol'llltion or thts doclllent. or seet1"9 tnfomation as to the ttIH and lIanner 
to so object or respond, 111'1 do so by 1nqutri"9 at satd off1C1s dur1ng reguhr bust ness 
IIoUM. 

A copy of the Inttial Study ts attached hereto. 

1103 Gol den State Avenue !CEltJI COUNTY PLAHNIHG DEPAJtTl£HT 

Bakersfield, Cal1fornta 93301 

(8QS) 861-2615 F'RED SIKIIt. Prlnctpal Planner 

DATE PO$n:D: 

DATE " IICJTItt Ttl PUBLIC: 

.: Public Resources CQde. Section 21000, et seq. 
Tftle 14, Division S, Ca1tfornia ~1n1strltfye Code, as amended 

- Resolution No. 71-109. adopted March 1. 19n 

Attactwent 

w1t 
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FI"DI~: It hal b •• n found that this proJ.ct. al d.lcr1b.d and propos.d to b, nitlg.t.d 
hlr.1n. will not han ,significant .ffect on tilt .nv1rol'll'.nt. a/IICI that an .nv1ro,..nul 
Imp.ct r,port (EIR) Is. tllirifori. not r.qu1rtd by til. CEOA •• br1lf It't~nt of rl.lonl 
supporting sucll fin<11"91 11 IS follows: 

1. Propol.d d.v.lopment would not app •• r to cr.at. a domPstic (1ndultr1al • 
• griculturll) wat.r demand which might substantially dl9r1d. or d.pl,t. 
groundwat.r r.sourc.s; nor would it Int.rf.r. subst.nt1ally with 
pr,s.nt groundW.t.r r,ch.rg' capabll1tl.s. 

2. Propol.d proj.ct would not app.ar to substantially aff.ct a rar. or 
fndang.r~ sp.el.s of animal or plant or h,bltat of such spfcilS. 
Proposal would not diminisll hab1tat for f1lh. wl1dlif •• or plants. 

3. Propostd proj.ct would not app.ar to lnt.rf,r, substantially with th' 
moY~nt of any r.sid.nt or migratory w1ldl1f. spfc1.s. 

'. PropoSld action would not app .. r to v101att allY ,IIIb1.nt air quality 
standard. contributt substanthlly to 'an u15t1119 or pot.ntial air 
quality violation. or .xpose s.ns1t1vl r.c.ptors to substantial pollut­
ant conc.ntr.t1on. 

5. Propostd action (d.v.lop~nt) Should not br.ach publ1sh.d national. 
stlte. or local standards r.lat1ng to solid wast. or l1tt.r control. 

Any p.rson ~ay obj.ct to dlsp.nslng. with such EIR or r.spond to the findings h,r.in. 
Information r.lating to the propos.d proj.ct is on f11. In the off1c.s of the d.partment 
id.ntifl.d b.low. at the Iddr.ss shown b.low. Any p.rson wishing to .xam1n. or obta1n a 
copy of that Information or this docu~nt. or s •• king Information as to the time ano manner 
to so obj.ct or r.spond. may do so by 1nquiring at said offlc.s during r.gular busln,ss 
hours. 

A copy of the Initial Study Is attached h,r.to. 

Dated thiS 11th day of JUnt. 1984. 

KERN COUNTY PUNNING DEPARTMENT 

Bak.rsfleld. California 93301 
(::{ S . 

81:<::>,J1u2. ~ 

(805) 861-2387 FRED SIMON. Principal Pll"~r 

DATE POSTED: 

DATE OF NOTICE TO PU8LIC: 

• Public R,sourc.s Codl. S.ctlon 21000 •• t seq • .=: Tltl. 1'. Division 6. California Administrative Code. as ~ndeO 
R.solution No. 77-109. adopted March 1. 1977 

Attachment 

sah:slb 

KCP~ FOR" ,13 (RIYis~d April 1983) 
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PROPOSED ~ROJECT (title): Zone Change No.2, Map No. 168; Zone Change No.1. Map 
No. ISO, Zone Change No.2, Hap ~Io. 197, Zone Change No.7, Map '10. 198. 

LOCAnON:. Portion of Section 1, TllN, RI4W, SBBM1; Portion of Section 6, Tllff, 
Rl3W, SBB&M; Portion of Section 33, T12N, Rl3W, SBBM1; Portion of Sec­
tion 31, T32S, R33E. MOB&t~; located generally in the Cameron Canyon 
area southerly of State Route 58, east of Tehachapi. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: This is a zone change from E-8 R-S (20-acre Estate - Suburban 
ReSidential) to E-8 R-S WE (lO-acre Estate - Suburban Residential - Wind Energy) 
and A-WE (Exclusive Agricultural - Wind Energy); A-I (Light Agricultural) to 
A-WE (Exclusive Agricultural - Wind Energy); and E-8 R-F (20-acre Estate - Re­
creational Forestry) and A-2 (General Agricultural) to A-WE (Exclusive Agricul­
tural - Wind Energy); to permit development of wind energy farms on approximately 
617 acres. Developer proposes to install an unspecified nUreDer of wind-turbines 
generators for energy production. Tower height is 60 feet with a 39-foot blade 
in diameter. 

ENVIaONMENTAL SETTING: Project site is located on the ridges above Cameron Canyon 
and State Highway Route 58 at elevation between 4,200 and 4,800 feet MSL. Ter­
rain is mountainous with some slopes in excess of 3OS. Site is located within 
1 mile of the Garlock Fault, a deSignated Alquist Priolo Fault zone. Sever.al 
epicenters are noted in the vicinity of the project site. Soils are quite varied 
and include Arruyo sandy loam 9-15%; Cinco gravelly loamy sand 50-75~i Hi Vista 
sandy loam 2-9~; Torriorthents-Rock outcrop complex, very steep; Wa10ng sandy 
loam 15-30~; and Xeric Torriorthents. very steep. All have ~derate to very 
high erosion potential due to runoff and wind. Vegetation on site is a transi­
tion zone between Joshua Tree Woodland and the Blue Oak Phase of Oak-Woodland 
Association. This vegetation sustains a healthy fauna complement. Site is 
vacant, although several residences exist in Cameron Canyon below the site. 
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I. IDENTIP!CArION' OF £NVIItONM!N'T'..AL UF'!C"l'S 

PURPOSE: To provide tOl: a pl:al1m11'1ary analysi. l:t::J datar.:D11.'la vbether an allviron­
mantal impact repo~ (EIR) Ol: a negative declal:ation must be pl:apared 
(Sectian 13029.5). If any of the effects of a pl:ojact may have a lub­
Itmti&l advel:u impact an the e11Vir013lllel:1t, then an En must be pl:aparad 
(Sectian 13080). 

INSTRUCTION: In the space opposite the exi5tiug cbaracte~tics and cOllditions, 
check. the possible "l1='ee of affact as explained belov. '" 

DEGR.l!':E OF Ul:r,."". 
!XIS'tIltG 

C!AltA.C'n:ltIS"l'I CS 
*filA 1 2 13 4 1t1 & cmmrrIONS 0 

!!'lW.UCS 

I. Physical 
A ............... &1 and Ph UI 

1 •• , ............ &1 Phi , ... 
~ a. Visual " I S A AU. r Ii""'" .,-r. tt 1:1". s-s 

I' ::-fac:e J:l .. ,f....... "" ....... b. ~ 

~ Ouality 
~ o,'Jl1"tf'1.tT hl~~ call . .aA4t' ~ I+-\l.Jt.JII(..., 

X Dru1"tA1:I'A ?atterns 
'5 *uc..c iW4)'T ru ;;4.4~ 

D< :~ ~ ......... 
Dit "'T .... ~ 11.,'tHfl ~ n ...... ,f"' ... o 

~ : E f'Jlf" "'Retl"'lf"'il'l1"t pl"A (,1fI'Ntr1l""T • f W IIooJ I) 

)( : 7) T'-T...-AIooW.lII o.t water w (#'t..l """-A"" '" ~ 
)( (8) Evapou-...... "'''I.t:1an (.e;'J:) ~0Nt~ FL""'S e.4u CALI 56 

c. ",I.1:er HydroJ.ogy , SI' VI"UT tf.,UU'1 Ii .I't.OSI.t'l1 

X [1 C!uallry s,~ 'rtc.t!t, ," ~ sea., ISo 
X :2 ~~d.t:y 

~~. JItI-OO .... ,. II Sl"CoIAoI ... '""~ 
~ ,3 !· .... .harge 

d. T.Jlftril"t'lrms 1=4"" " 4oJII,. 0 ,,...c, 
~ :1) UuiGue Pl:1ys1ca... Features 

:x :2) T Jl1"tt'hIH.., •• 

IS''' "!oo" .. " ~~ V'&C-I"'«:' •• Geology 
>( :1: Fault:1ng (S-"';mM I'" Bazards) t:cnl'!'$TAOc:.TUI'Oo ~_a-.u"T(I\C) 

>( ,z: ~ M1.nAra Raso-........:es ~toI.., .. ~ ...... ,.. 14, .. ", ~'lIG.rit 

)(' :3 \..ou.:s, ''-'''"an Maeerial ~"TI."'. "i:)r'!it~-D:) AIt .... " 
:4) Soi~s ~ ~ ,,wt., 1"'0 tJ I'ltSlI*4J1 

D<: :a /"'t'rI'I'm".c:eioll Cf'IO"JIt I.4"t'\ F ~ "" .. "''' 4' W ~T'07t.. 
:>c :1:1 Alteration. t:..vr/p/u", ~~ .... ,.""..,.,;.. tfAI't&..T 

I 'c Erosioll ~ 
~ 

~ "'I:ar\.41& I. ...,..", .... $4 ... ".,. r'~UIIt 

*(y/A) ~t Ap~licab1e 
(1) Yo effect 
(2) Sli~e ef:ect 
(3) ~deraee ef:ect; 11tigatioll ~easure should be employed 
(4) S1g!1iiicant. effece; m:ltigadoll mea.suze re.qw.=ed (Section. lSOaO) 
(~) rnknovu; additional infor.:aeioll necessary to ,ro~de competent assessnent 
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OF EITECT 
!nSTING 

C1i.AllA.CTERIS TI CS 
*N/A 1 2 :3 4 0' " CONDITIONS RD'..A1UCS 

t C'lf'IQea/Meeeot'oloC" 
)( ~ ~. t7""'~ .. Io."'Ir iAll.Jr,r.. 'S(.)~ ,.., '5., ~ "5CJMM.5((. 

~ ) Pt'ecift:lt'.t10ft. 
')IC Air tf: 

~o fA ....... 'T~N~:JT~ 

IX r l 1', .a~aturl! 
A.G.'T '''' I'T,\ 

~ . 'S' Moucura Con~ant 
g. Ve,..f.JIl,."" ... ft (Flora) 

"-L 1~ rree. 

'" '2' lJ:UOS 

)( :3 Grass 
-,( :4: Mieroflora 

f)( ~ Craps , 
'i( '6 Aauatic: Plants 

X. 7' "l'ItI, ,cg, Spp ... "'''. 
'X :8: Baniers 
'i( '9 Corridors ",' fU.o.u, FuElISJ(J!pI.Mf. ~u'lf..,n) 

:x ( tO~ Fire 
h. hi ['I'IIlI'. (Fauna) ~~ (It>Tfir4,.'1'IA.c.. ""'~)(..D 'To 

~ ( Birds 
')( La.a.d'i~~'';t "'I Iltetl tiles /9/7US 

X lisb 
r)( (4 I~.~!;'lI 
[)( :S Mic-rCL:auna 
~ :6 ~.g. <l:tn ...... of ... 

o"c:: 7' Barriers 
'X TaT Corridors 

2 I .. l: 

a. A8stheties/at.mWi InteX'est 
rx {l) Scenic Areas 

~ U~ "."" t; <S'fe-.;-y'I AI:J!$ tpoA.i.mb-> )( (f) W'i1 ti, Areas 
')( (3' A. lualli:iu ·",~acl" C 

~ :4: Unique Pl1"ri1cal Fea.tures 
~ ~S P aru I Reserv.s 
X (6 li1storlc:al Sites/ res 

IX I (7 ArC,h .. ", ...... of,.". 

~ b. -Str.1cturl! Sh.,.;1";;";';;" 

"". C. T1 1 ,_of "".tion 
3. Air and. 'N-ois!! Pollution' 

1. Air Qual1 t'1 
')( .1. ~obile Emissions 
')( i :'. Stac:1otUlt"1 E.:Dissions 

2. :To is e (and Vib ....... '" "''"\5) 

X a. !'!cbile Sources 
b( ". S tatiotUlr"" Sourcll!S 

'Jt{1 c. ~Tat.:t1ral~' , ItJGI(trA~(s ~I s.. LtfY "'" '0<.:6 -r 0 A ~ -r, ~ "1 
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~ , .. ~ 
DEGaEE OF U':~;;;J; 

EXISTD'G 
CRARACttlUSTICS 

*N/A 1 i2 14 TJ' & CONDITIONS u;:.wucs 

C. Transport.",.., t'I" 
'7 C/ W' 06 A(.J:II4tf' ~Jt"O& IUO 1')( 1. Veh:f.e.1a Quantif"., ..... - Sl'~'" 'T'~U I ~ .. /& 

~ 2. V .. h<f,. i .. r.JlT\lII ..... l"<f 6 .. 1 \,;0' .. ",.:111': ion 
r~ 3. Parid."17 ~,rut:J 
!~ 4. Mass Transit 

1)( S. Hazards ll,)t.It4'lI.,..." ~ "'f"/tDt;,-r 1M ~ --z:.A)( • 
D. Land Ose and ~t'I"i"O' 

1>< 1 =:!t~f ;onfO~~: r.!n=.TJ'::~on-
iX ,. WUderness/Or,en Space 

X I. UtI>i"lAT\tI .. 

X '" Fores1:rr 
~ S. Grazing ~ C'F-&nA~A.oI"'" lAJ) 

~ 6. Agrtculturl! 
'X 7. Res1dent:1al 
~ 8. ~c1al 

'X 9. Indus'trtal 
10. Rec'l:'eation 

~ a. 'R't'l'l'lf"i"~/Fi"'h""17 
t)( b. Sw4-""O'/~t'\lII"""17 

~ . c. C,ampi.ng/1l1 "'i '1'\0' 

tJI d. Day Use/Pi~""lr-l1't17 
r)C e. EQuestnan Use 
r)C f. Off-road V~hof"l .. ·J~"»J ... ~,,~y'e.1eS 

E. Service Systems 
X 1. R1Al'!trtcal 
X 2. Fuel 

X 3. Domestic Wate'l:' 
1)( 4. Istrtculture Water 
D< 5. rire Water Sut:n:llv 
1)< 6 

/")( 7. SoUd Was'tl! . 
!)C 8. Storm Dra", ... ,.<7a 

JI. <;t'\ ... ., "" r,.. 

A. Public Facilities (in """' "'~"'i.ev) 
IX ! 1. Police 

rx: I 2. Fire 
IX 3 ':) ..... "" .. "t:iotl 
I~ ~. c:: ... h ...... 'C!I 
~ 5 !o.stitutiotls , 
~ ~ v.....t-l ... ".l 

5-' 7 Child 'OaY Care . 
3 Oemcuatlhic 

>< 1. Po,!)uJ A,.4 l"JU 

f...t{ 2. ~o't'k Fo-rce (e!!!!)lOvc;uant:)§ 
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D'ECRD OF 
EXISTING 

CBARAcrnISTICS 
, CONDITIONS 

II. MANDATORY FINDINGS 01" SIGNIFICANCE (Section 15082) 

1"inding 

(al Does the project have the potential 
to dearad. the quality ot th. environ­
ment. substantially reduce the habitat 
of a f1.sh or v::Udli!a species, cause 
a fish or w1ldllie populatian to drop 
below se.l.f-susta.1ning levels, threaten 
to el1minate a plant or ard.mal com:­
=unity. reduce the numbar or restrict 
the range ot a rare or endangered 
plant or animal or eliminate ~ortant 
examples of the major periods ot 
C&.l:lfornia h1.story or preh1.stor:r?' 

(b) Does c:.he proj ect have the potential 
to achieve short-tRrm. to the dis­
advantage of 1011g-tRrm. en.virOll-
meutal goals? (A short-tem impact 
on the elIVircmDel1t is era. which occurs 
in a relat:ively brtet. definitive period 
of tima while long-term. tmpacts rlll 
endure well into the fu-cure.) 

(c) Does the project have tmpacts which 
are individually limited, but cumula­
tively considerable? (A project may 
ir:rpact on t;"'.JO or more separate resourc:es 
where the impact on each resource is 
relatively small, but ~here the effect 
of the total of those ~acts an the 
auvirot.mleut is signiiicant.) 

(d) Does the ~roject have environmental 
effects 7hic:h -Jill ~ause substantial 
adverse effects on human beings, 
either directl: or indirectly? 

~ Maybe No 
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III. DISCUSSION or !NVI!ONMEN'r.U, EVALO'A1'!ON (i!:~. c::hacked in "OIJ'X t.") 

A review ot eh. infor=acioa submitted and add1!:ional investigacion lndi­
c:au that chi. projeCl: MAY/l4h¥ .II:' have a significant adverse impact v'C. 
the envi:rcamant. REASONS (brief sUCellle.IU: of facts)! 

~ ~~ ~ ~""" /1tT,"-T'~" 
1I1'SM'J c..s ,.1t.""""-}/u.J,, nI 
PO'T0r4-T ,4" ~1tA. <s,l"A""'" ;r'1f.Jlll' 

IV • COMP Al'I!ILI'I'Y WIl'R EXISTI'NG GENE1tr\t PUN ~ ANt) ZONOG 

Yes ;L.. - No __ _ 
(E%plain if tI~o" is cheeked.) 

v. DE'TElt.'!rNATION (to be compleud after review by !:he EllVi=ocmencal 'Oepart::l1e::l1:) 

On the basu of eh.1.s irtit1a.l evaluation: 

CJ I find that che PT01'osed project CCtJLD ~T have a significant 
effact on the ellVirottment. and a NEGATIVE DECI.AB.Al'ION will be 
prepared. 

~ I find that although the proposed proj ect could have a si~i­
cant effect on the env1.ronment, there '.rl.ll !l0l: be a signi.fi.:.s.nt 
effect in th1.s ca.se because tile mitigation measures described 
on Ul attached sheet b.a'ft been added to the p'rOj ect. A NEGATIVE 
DECLARATION WILL BE P!EPARED. 

o I find thac the proposed p'rOject ~ have a s1gn1iicant effect 
011 the err;virou:ment, and an El1'V'!lWNMENT..U- IMPACT REl'OR'!' is requ1rad. 

Initial Study S . 
Performed by: f-I Jo-W.-.,., 

Reviewed by EllViro~ntal Depa%' .ent 

Date Study ~-, - e 3 Completed: ___ J ___ ..;;;.. ___ _ 

Date of Review: By: _-::-_-=--:--:-_______ _ 
Decision: A. ~egat:!."Te Declaraeion ___ B. E. I..R. 

-39-
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1 ttII cnum PlANNII" CEPAaTJIIElfr 

UUTIAL STUDT AD lEI 

PIOPOS'ED P'IO.lEtT: Zane Clange case MD 0 29. Map No. 19B 

LOCATIDI: NE/4. of tM NE/4 of Section 10, TllN. 1U4W, SBS&M 
( 

PlDJe:T OESCalmOI: Appl fcant proposes to _end the existing l.Qning, 
classi f1cation of E-8 R-S (ZO-acre Estate .. Slburban ~sident1al1 to 1nc1 uda 
the W-E (W1nd Energy) over14Yo Appl fcant has fndfca~d that za wind 
turb 1 nes wi 11 oe I! staO 1 f shed on the 40- ac re si te. No se wage dis po sal or 
on- s1 te watar source is propose<l. Applicant has not fndicate<1 illhere starage 
of equ1paent or accessory structures would be located. 

SOils fourli on the site aD Cincq gravelly 10allY sand. SO to 75 percent 
$lopes and Wit 0"9 .. Ary.1 P sandy loam, 3D to sa ge~ent $1 ages. Sstxm:1L 
drainage channel s originate frail the project site. 

MSlC:pjw 

!(C 1'0 FeR.... #122 (7/83) 
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S!CnON II. rDEN'I'!7tCA nON OF !Nt'TRO~Ar. !:::':C7S 

?~OS!: ~o ~onduct an Initial Study to d.t.~ne if the ~roject =&y have a 
j1gni!1eant effect on the env1ronceac. I! any aSgect of the project 
may cau.e & 51an1i1eant .ffee:, ~het~~r the overall elfect is adverse 
or beneficial, then an E!R ~ust ~. ~~eparad. 

~STRUCTtQNS: In the '9-C. opposite the ~x~tin, ~har3ce.r1st1cs and conditions, 
check the possible degree of ~i:~ct. (See * belov for explanation 
ot d.gr.~) Provide & WTitten explanation of any characteristic 
or condiaion marked "3," .. to ... or "U." Explanation for "1," "2," 
or '~I A" uy be provided. 

OECRE!: OF EF:'ECT*I I 
~/A 1 2 3 4 U EllST~C CHARACTERISTICS ~ COND!7!CNS 
I~~~~~============~~========= 

A. Phvsical Conditions 
1. ~at.r Resources 

11--+--1""""~-I"-+--II-__ .;a;.;;. • ..;..G.;.r;:.;o:.;Ul1;;::;:.;;dwa::..;.:;;,;;;t.;e.::;.r_R:.:Y~d;:r:.;;o.;l;;;.O~gy ____ --tl 
1(01_ 1) Quali:T 
t {~ 2) Quantity 
I sz. :3) Rechar~e 

b. Surface evdrolo~ 

?CC?D For::r '1122 (1184) -41- (page 2.:>e 15) 

II.'. z 



"Cl!~ ,,. • ='"T ° 1 
rIA 1 Z ) :. ,.! 

f. Bar:1ers 
re. Corridors 
h. Fire 
i. Croos 

__ ~~~~~~~ __ 7_.~W~1~1~dl~1~f. ____________________ ~~ 
a. aird. ( 

..... Mb • ........... 

Ifill • f. M1.croiauna 
I j~1 g. Endangered Species 
I I!~I n. 5arriers 

a. Park CaDacities 
1(fiJ·· b. eunting/FishL~g 

v~ c. Swimming/Boating 
I ~ d. Camping/Hiking 

I ~ 1r-----~t~.~D~a~LY~G~Se~~~~--------------~ 
(i) f. E:quest:'ian Use 

yr~~ g. Off-~oad Vehicles/~co~cycles 

(page 3 of 5) 
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an or !1'l"'!CT*1 
~<\ 1 l 3 ~ lJ. E:tISrnro C1lAR.ACI'!lUST!CS .s. CON'OtnONS II ~.AlUtS = 2. Suman Babit3tion 

a. Land ase Relationship,. Detlsity 

~~F£.ic:.-f w i+h. ~"I!,.e ~~ Courot"tllatlc • 
. \(~ 1.) Residential 

f' v4>' Z) Co.erci.a.l Sf1mJN..J.6S-? ~-h"M .. L 
:t @ :0- 3) tndt1ltr'1.al l' d hAc~ /11"'" 1:t; ~$;tIIIe~ 
I "61 i4) lAid. cU:l- ture :t. ... rtZ." "'-It:,,~ oMW"- )1/,c/"e'T. 

ItO J) t.rraziolJ - r....!'l'A!!-f(av a.,::- :J~t>e. .II/f!5"1c;;d" 

I 
116' 6) o-pen Space 6 ~~ t:: I; 1fJ'I!:Af::!1eA!/ s;t.; t!. 5 
I~- 7) 'atural Areu 

b. Demographics 
(1:1 I 1) Population 

I ,~ l.} A'Ork fore. 
e:.. Struc:cures 

ip~~ "",,/t..'- 6e I//S/bl...2 ~I: "' 1) Design 
ItCt 2) !llumil:1atiaa. ~;+nz~ ~~i1A1 f'tI1St. c:::k.I -

3. Transportation/Circulation '-SaMce ;z.t2~·f·i~.." (,;JL'L'-
[til a. Vehicle Quantities CC(:.Uc.. 
~ I b. Vehicle Capacities/Congestion 

... 9fI!J~e:.. ~~,p""~-f.",J.~! I • I@. c. fark1n, 
d. Mass TraMit 

.4_ -S:5MAD:- Vl's'-40e~ [{til!.. e. HazardJI 
4. Economic Cevelopment dr-;;A/~'ff!. ~.,fM../A.I.z..L ~d 

.t4 v a. Revenue Sources ,4..+ j..e~ + "",.",1/2 dK.!t2(.L/~ .;411 
'" 

b. Government Expense 
I/~. 4l c. ~rket Area 

I 5. Social Ceftlopmet1t 
~ a • L.a:W l:.11.t ° rc: e.meu t 

.r:u2tpJ/~ I (C)_ b. Fire Protection .. Z-f'(,hU 
itO' c. Educational rac1.litie. 

ItQi d. Medical Facilities 
<[41 e. Ch.1.l11 Day-eare 

6. Service Systems 
.uj".,Ie.I'~~ [ (IfJI< a. Water su"p,l,. - uomesCJ.c . 

I I~- I b. Sewage D1sposal .,. ~1V0AI.e. prOvded' 
I ! (iii : c. 901id waste D1s'l'osal 
1 I i(iV I 4. Resource Recovery Systems 

I 
1 

!~ I e. ~acer SU'Pl'ly - Agr:1c:uJ.ture 
~'Stfskh' ~ k~/p?a? ~, I f. 5c:01:'2 Oraina.e ~ 

I I I 7. Energy I 
I ! .p !J a. Electrical I I 

I 1# I i " • ~fa tura.L Ga s 
I Il/ c. Petroleum Fuels . ! e!.. I I d. Transmission Facilities 

I 
, 

fiJI I I e. Fo~ ot Generation 
I 

I 8. Suman Health/Risk of up,et I I 

~/se I 
((II I 1I a. Sealth ( 

(!... II b. Risk of Upsec \. fJStOIV t.~dt(?~~()K../ \ 
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EXISn..,C CRARAC'I'EIUSTlCS & CONDITlO:fS 11 

9. Archaeo lOrrY/tli" tOrT 

Sur-oJ%;, ~ L<.Mi..d A"'!O (>1'17<.:7-.IJ •• PaleoGcological Resources 

." b. Arch.elogical aesources Ct: I.. 'c ",.1-, ON 
'.IJ! c. His~orical aesources 

c. Other 
, 

! -
I 
I 

SE:C"nON III. ~R.Y PnmINCS or SIGN'InCA..~C! (Secd.oD. 15064) 

A. project shall. b. found to bav. .. sipi..ficant effec~ 
Q1I ~ 1IIA"1:~Il~ u: 

(a) '!'he p'tOject baa the potea.tial to delraa. the 
quallty of the enTiroUlll8!1t., subllUtltial.ly 
r81:fuce the luabit.at of a fub or wtld.life 
Sl)eciu., ca118. a. fish or wildlife populatiou 
to droll. below self-sustaining levels. threaten 
to al.1m.i:a.au • plaut or atdmal coamru:ait:y, 
reduce th. number or rasrrict the raD.ge of a 
rare or euda.ngered. pla.11t or a:ajmal. or elim:1.­
oat. 1mpor~~ esamples of the major periods 
of Ca.lifo1:'111a b.l..tC01:'Y or preh1.tto1:'Y. 

(1:t) the project:: has tn. poten~1al to ac.t1ie.ve 
shcn-te't'1ll env1rorsmenc:al goals to the dis­
advan~ag. of loq:-tem mvironmeneal goals. 

ee) the project has possible eav1roameneal effeces 
which are t.ndiv1d.ually Um:Lted. but eu:mulatively 
considerable. "Cumulatively cOl1Sid.erable" 
me.t.AS thae tn. incremeneal. effects of au in­
dividual project:: are caasiderable wneD. viewed 
in cotmece1ou vicn ene effaces of past prcj­
acts, the effects of other ~rrene p~jects. 
and ehe effects of probable future projects. 

(d) !'he env1roamantal effaces of a p~ject nll 
caus. substantial adverse effects OD. human 
be1ng$, either directly or indirectly. 

KL."D :or.::l '1122 (1/84) 
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General Pl&n Oe.i~tiam: 
t.&ad U.e Element. 4.:5 (SP"' e ,(. pt.A.J) Otber ElIlllUlQt:(s) _______ _ 

Spec:Uic P!.au c..;;ciCZ Ctw; ON 

eo.pacibla: Y •• T No _ tz;,lain if '~Olt: _____________ _ 

S!CTIOtI v. !VALt1A.'I'Olt'RECO'MH!N"DATION' 

,_d.," Oec.laratiaa 
~t.1ptad. 'esativa Dec:l.aracioQ ,X 
~tal !m:pact Rapor1!. 

It' a aid.ptecl aaptive d.ec:l.arad.o11. 1.5 'recOlll:ll8l:1Cled .. the follov1q mauuru are 

roe~!~ 

Oa. the basi.s of this initial seudy: 

O I f1:a.d. that: the prtrpOsed. project could not: have a. significane effece am the 
~t: .. and. • 9'EGAnv! DECLUtA.nON "rl.ll be praparaci. 

~ 
f1ncl that: although the propo.ed project c:ould. have a. siga.i.t1.ane effact: 011 

the errnromllmlt:,. there v1.ll 110e be a. si.g:r1;1ficane effect in this cue because 
the m:1t.1p.ti01l mea.sures d.esc:r.f.bed will be ude 4 par: of the projece. A 

. MlTIG.U'!D 9'EGAt'IV! O!cu.RATIotf will be prepareel. 

CJ I fuel that the proposed pt:'oject uy have 4 sign.ificant effect am the enviroll­
lHIlt:,. .md aD. ENVnONH!'3'tAL OOACT mORT is required. 

('The 4tUc..bed sheet, 

Oeter.lEirLatio11 
!-tade by 

ICPD For: ~122 (1/84) 

if necessary t pt:'ovid.es adclic:i.onal expLma.c:icn.) 

~A ~~~~," §~~ 
I J I 
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Office Memorandum • KERN COUNTY 

'lO I lhmd-ll L. Abbatt, ~ 
r.n. Co1uR7 Pl-.DC hpartaeDt 

~ 
AtteDt:l.ou ~ ... atal ~ D:.f.:riaioll -
YerDDll 8. b1ohll:rd..t D:l..'rMtor 
1Irri.Z'O.-ntal. Beal til D:S:r.l.aoll 
Eera Coa.a.t',r Beal.th hpartaent 

ImIJBlCTI Ba:rr1ro ... .a.ta:L CoDllUl.t&tio_ .l"or: 

1) z. a. au.. 23, ~ ad. 2S, Hap 198 
21 s. c .. c.. ,. Hap 182 
3). z.. c.. c.. 'Z'l. Hap 198 

Telephone No.. 861-~~ 

"- 81lbjed .... 1_01: ..... :requeetad.. c.baJs&tt o~ SOl» to Imlutd .... ~t;uoe... 
V!l:d. BDers::r (j .. V-&), vII:.tcb. WIllet allov w1Dd. turlWMta to. .. coZlltt:'r:&otecl OIL the 
propert)'. !be CIlWt.f COJIGU'D. aLtM Health hpartaent Oll t1:da tn- ot so.a.:lzlc 
fa the potent1aL tor -~ ... e %101M troa, tHee IIIICbtDM .. 

trot- tJ:ooII w1Dl:, ~ ~8111 ~ .. IIIId1ble tor HftI'Ill .u.. clapelld1:ag OIl 
the JIDber"bd. tDe ~"'b1M11, the cha:racter1atica o~ loo&l _teorolos:r ad 
topocrapl:Q"t .. ; tJ:ut. d.1atazlce aparat1Dg the 'Mdrf DM b:oa MDdU..,. or bigh17 
1Mma:LU,.,.., NCd.ftZ'III at .lMWIe. U'Dtort1m&tal7, DODe at 1:h::la iDtonat1ol1 :1a 1:A­
olladecl 111 the e~ doc1meDta. 

~ C ... pap 2,1 of' lGiIii Bliiiiii tor iiilijiIia' v:tWi 0118 IiiOJA! 
'ao1iii'idliil or 0DI-h&U' iiili· 1Ji IUI1' otlid dll'iitiOa Ol tlii propoiiiCl zoiiiiii. It 
'ut iiiiiU1.,. oZ.r I'd 161), iiiiiiftTe :tiiil tUiU if'ii \iifih1ii" tSiilCi ClDtuCR, 'b 
acouU,cal ~ prepcred. b7 .. person acceptable to the l'ealth DepartaeJl.~ 
ahoul.d. be iDolDded. :l:a. t.ba eIIYiro .. ntal. docueDta. '!he report; ahould 'be ap­
~ect bT the B'eal.th~, eDt appropriate reco.eDdatiou" at the studT 
eJJaald ~ iDOll1decf .. Id.tigat1oa _aauna at tM Hegati..,. l)eclaratio~ 

tt ~ haft- a:r qaeat:iou., pl .... co.a.tact. u. 

vs:a:_ _ 
m: - State- hpartae= ot' BN.lth Serricee., Office- at' Jo:1ae CaD.t:rol: 

A"-t.a.t1o.a.:.. Jerw:I.. S. Inb-

--. 
III'. INI"'I; !N; - OIR£croR 

~p 0111 I """ - PVH CEVet.OP 
V aN t.Ntlt. YS I S --...... 

PUH 1M'..El"F.. ... -r J. 
t L)N) OIVISla.. -

FJlfJF , ft;O'f 

J.CCOtHTll'C 
IIf'JFlJ PJ!OCss,s 
II' , 6A"K/. 
L "'.RAAY -
FU"" 
~e£ CIAE.CT~ 
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Tehachapi Resource Conservation District 
120 E. Tenachlpi Blvd. . T.hlChlPi. CA 93561 . Phone IB05HIZDBl 

84 AUG 8 p 2: I 8 ....,.,,~ ...... _ .. 
822-7S06 

Kark S. lUe1 ty, As.ociate Planner 
larn County Planning Department 
1103 Golden State Avenue 
Bakersfield, CA 93301 

Dear Hr. lUel ty: 

7 August, 1984 

lI"tr. 1Nf''-'" 

I I SEE "IR!!C ~ 

The following commant..s are in response to your request for early consulta­
tion on Zone Change 128, Map 198: 

1) The applicant's statement on erosion and sedimentation reflect many of 
the concerns we have beeD addressing. 

2) YOUI' office should make a site visit,. or otherwise confirm the tower 
placement on the gentle ridge-top slopes as indicated in the referred documents. 

3) Is your office addressing the incremental impact of the numerous wind. 
energy developments being proeessed1 

4) What is the distance of this project to existing residences and what 
impacts will this project have on r~ident1ally zoned property? 

5),.. We are very concerned about the manner in which the COWlty is processing 
,these zone chang~s. OUt concerna weri expressed in I lefter fo RiEdall L. ADOott, 
PliiUiiiig D1recto'1:; aatea May ,. 1984. lou were liiiilea a copy of our letter to Hi. 
,lbSoct on June SUi &long nth comments on Zone Chilige '22. Map 198. If ,is stlll our r .sition thaubJL~!'UDC1 or tJ¥~~.!!r81 _ a8Y..e<f~p!t:~. ~bould .'prepare an environ-
men act ree..o_~_or_a. __ .. s_G..ov~~ . _~_ .~ - er81 zon g. your 

. _V haepara.en:. WOUla: vis!~.~t~g.~~~:rec:t:. !~en~ p~"l eEl ~',!!H~aA..tM~~~!'!1_~e for tbe 1-"1:'" record" of environ:m.entaI -urpact wOUICrDe obvious. ·Soll eroston ftb1li rei:!eI1t stbftiiS 
5i\ tvo wihdpil'kS his been severe enoug!! to ems~c-watb napatt­
'ieut Director, L. Dale H1lls-;-~oconta]:creVtt"Pers-. -·ne··c:urrmraJ~1:nspect10t1 ana review_.process IS not adequate to prevent masiive land surface disturbance and 
resulting sheet and' rillerosion. Supervision and inspection during const:uction 
IS not adequate-to protect existing vegetation even though several species are 
coverd by County Ord1.na.nce ZSO. Los8 of vegetation should be considered an environ­
mental impact. 

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on this project; Please notify 
us of your actions on this case. 

Sincerely. 

EJS/ibm Ernest J. Schaefer, President 
cc: Supervisor Ben Austin 

L.Dale Mills 
Tehachapi Resource Conservation District 
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Hark S. Uelty. Assistant Pl..mner 
Earn COUIlty Plarm1ng Department 
1103 Golden Stat. Avenue 
Bakersfield. CA 93301 

Dear Mr.. l:1al ty: 

o 

822-7506 

7 Aupat, 1984 

Ths following comments are in response to your request for consultation 
011 proposed. negative d.ac:laration for Zone Change 12.7, Hap 198: 

1) 'the layout map for the subject property indicates that turbine place­
ment will be rest.rleted- to'-ienrte slopes on the ridgetop. W'e suggest that you 
make. this type of placement a condit~on of zon1ng. 

2) The access for this project should be arranged with Zond Systems, Inc. 
to avoid: major new road construction from. Cameron Canyon Road. 

3) 00. page S of 14 there. is reference to a "possible" rain water storage 
device forW:udl.1fe. Is thJ.s a proposed mitigation measure? This would be a 
beneficial habitat enhancement measure. 

4) Ve are very concerned about the manner in wbich the county is processing 
these. zone changes. Our concerns were expressed in a letter to Randall L. Abbott. 
Pl anning Director. dated Hay 7. 1.984. You were mailed. a copy of this letter to Mr. 
Abbott on. JUDe Sth along with comments on Zone Change 12.2~ Hap 198. It is sd.ll our 
position. that the county or the wind energy developers should prepare an tmVi.ron-
1DeDtal impact report for all lauds covered by li-E (Wind-Energy) zoning. If your 
daPa:tmlDt_would visit ex:lsting project _s1t,'!.s~ proof and Ifsu2stan~ ev1dence~or the 

cord" of en:riromaet:ltal. impact would be obvious. SoU eros:i.OD1i:om recent stcmns 
par s een severa enou c or epart-

ment eUectOr. L. etta !tt11S. to tonue, deve1opeu. cucau::, :f::aapeet:iorr 
ana. review' process is not idequaee: to prevent IlaSs!ve rancrsurnc-e<t::rsm:tba.m:e ana 
result.ing sheet and rill erosion.. Supervision and 1nspection dur:f.ng construction· 
15 net adequate. to protect ex:lsting vegetation eva though several spedes are­

,covered: by County Ordinance. 250. Loss of vegetation should be considered an en:riron­
iiehfiI lXiiPace. 

I 

W'e appreciate having the opport:1,1llity to comment on this proj ect. Please 
notify u.s of your actions on this case. 

£IS/ibm: 
cc: Supervisor Ben Austin 

L. Dale M:ill.s 

Sincerely. 

Ei;;;( );cf:f7f::.1dene 
Tehachapi Resource Conservation District 
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I l'qTy Roberts 
I' STATE CLEAAl~iQiOUSE 

0.. I October 5, 1984 

FroM I 

1400 r.n~h Streec. Room 121 

ENVlRONME.~ At. HEALTH DIVIS I ON 
714 P Street 
122 ... 2308 

Ie Case 28, ~fap 198 
501 '84071604 

The Depart:Ilent has reviewed. the subj ec:t envirol'tDlenta.1 docWlen~ and.' offe=s 
the followtnl comment£ • 

.. The N"atiy, Oecluation does not l4~oly.....adli:res:s the pocentia l_AOh .. 

:lJ!fiC€fi~~ft.t~.-"£H:t~ .. :J~!!?'S ~!!1! t~i expif!eHC:::~: d\1~ :~P!'f::· 
:I1ent !!lOst people not Jiive an econoiic LSsoc:atloli wl'fli a wtll4 
lam will 6. IhghIy annayii bY a. lIere au41btllty ot wt:tJd CUl'bihe l1oise. 
~:als U perhaps aua tn j5Ift to tfi. stJ~l ehua;etft ot the noisa as ';at1' 
p ehl c05'tUlttmt' s prtor asoc1atiou-w:tdl-h1sI»1.s...- environmen-c-.---· 

The Department suggests t.hat the appl icam: prepare a focused. EIR on noise 
lavels mill the propgSed p;oj es; t ExisCing and proj ecced noise levels 
Shoula be reported. Mditionally, spectral uta at various wind velocities 
should be included for both e:d.sting and proj ected cor¥iition.s a.s well a.s 
for dayei.t.te and. nilhttime conclitioD.S. 

It is also SUUe.sced. that the Count:y impose u.se permit requiremencs to 
lillit noise from the proposed. wind f3.l:'m. at existina and. proposed residen­
tial sites. Because of the wmsua1 character of the noise. ttaditional 
limits in terms of so1.D1d level alone may not be adequate. A limit near 
the threshold of audibility is' recommended.. 

If you have any questions or need ~her information concerninl these 
c:::mments. please eontac.: Russell OUhee of the ~isa Con'trol Progl."3.1ll, 
Office of Local Environmental Heal th Programs, at 2151 Berkeley Way, 
Roam 613, Berkeley. CA 94704, 415/540.2657. 

! 

10 
{ 
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T.,hachag; Resouree Conservation DiStrict 
1;<0 e.. ""1'I.3<:!'I.01 ~I~d. ' r,M.x:!"JCI C~ ~J~~t .:I"o~. 3::l3) ~5I!XX 

9~ AUG 8 FI 2: I 8 
3::-7':06 

\ 
~rk s. Kielcy, Associate Planner 
~.rn Couat1 ?lanning Department 
1103 Golden State Avenua 
Bakersfield. ~ 93301 

Du.r ~r. Ualry: 
. I 

'/ 

1 , , 
~--­, - .. _-.... 

The follovin comments are irl response co your requtsc. for urly consulta-
t1cm 011 Zone Change 12 ' 

-/ 
1) The on erosion and sedimentatiOU reflect many of 

the concerns 'lie 

2) Your office should 
placemet1t 011 the gentle ridge-top 

k ••• ite vis~t. 0", l._ .. coni!rm the to"or 
lopes as irldic:ated irl the referred documents. 

" / 
3) Is your office addreSSing 

enerv develoomenu being processed? 
illcremen.tal impact of the oum.Ugus >dAd. 

4) W"hae is the distance of this p 
t=paces will thi3 project have 011 resident! 

/ 

/ .' 

; 

ject to existing residences and what 
zoned property? 

S) We are very concerned about: t,he county 1.s processing 
thase %ooe c~e.. Our concerns were eipress in a letter to Randall L. Abbott. 
Planning Dir;ct~r; daeed Kay 7, L984~~OU were led a copy of our letter to ~. 
Abbott on June Sth along nth comment 011 Zone Cha e #22. ~p 198. It is still our 
positiOU that: the councy or the vtnd energy develope should prepare 
mental L:pact repore for all lands covered bI W-E (~ -~ 

Soil osion from recent storss 
?ublic Works Oepart­
eat county inspectioa 

and rcview process is not adeqUate to prevent ~sive land au ~ac. disturbance ~d 
resulting sheet aud. rill ero5'1011. Supervisioa and iaspectiou ding construccion 
is noe adequate to protect eXistin~ ',egeta.tion even though sever species are 
caveI'd by County Ordillanci.:50. Loss of vegetation should be eoasi ered an environ­
mental impace. 

We apprecia.te th opportunity to cocm.ent on this project. Please notify 
us of your actions on is case. 

E.IS I ib1ll 
ce: Supervisor Sen Austin 

L.Oale ~ills 

Sincerely. 

Ernest J. Schaefer. President 
Tehachapi iesource Conservation jistrict 

-50-



I October 8 t l'i184 

Mr. Randall Abbott D1 ad nl'1 9 
Kern County Planning rea1Kk" 

Dear Sir: 

We are writing to op~oee the proposed zone ohange des­
ignated as: Amendment to zoning map No. 198. Zone Change 
Caee No. 27. 

This change would plaoe the boundary ot another wind tarm 
lese than 3/8 o~ a mile trom our homes. 

We object to the proposed use ot a Negative Declaration 
in thIs matter. The noIse tram tne miny machines on tfieZOna­
property to the Northweet ot the proposed new wind tarm is olear­
ly aud1ble to us at the present time. It is d1ff10ult for us 
to oomprehend how your otf10e oan make the statement 1n a Neg­
ative Declaration that the installation ot wind machines on the 
much oloser pieces ot property - as proposed - w111 not have a 
'sign1f1cant etfect on the environment'. 

We insist that an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) be 
pre~area whlcb w111 aSsess the oumUlative ~!~9Qt ~! ihe var10Us 
f!nvironmental factors suoh..::as nOise, dra1n c anne b ookage, 
etc. that the~prc)j5osed~nwIiitr-t'"arm-would exert wlfeha~acrea: t'r) toe 
!:~sen: effects ?t the exIsting .lnd tarms. t 

Copies to: 

Supervisor Ben Aust1n 
Attorney G. P. Felk 

H. Brooks Hol11s 
Cameron Cyn. Rd., St. Rte 
Mojave, Ca11f. 93501 

(805) 822 4915 

2 

Sincerely, 

.yJdt2~ 

~-:s.:~ 

14-t·l.i 
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- COMMENTS -

Even it some ot the listed addit10ns and revisions ere 
~det we still do not teel that the pro~osed ordinance will 
fulfill what the public ex~ected of 1t or eccoopl1sh the goals 
tor which the new Ad Hoc Committee was formed. 

Let us cite a part of the letter we sll r~oe1ved from 
Mr. Rendall Abbott when we were notified of the f1rst meeting 
of the newly constituted committee to be held ~une 8, 1984. 

~The purpose or these meetings 1s to evaluate the 
publin testimony ~resented at the meeting in Mojave 
on May 15, 1984, and then to prepare appropriate 
recommendat1ons to be presented to the Board of 
Supervisors". 

Since many ot the items of public concern were not add­
reased by the majority ot the Ad Hoc Committee, we would like 
to take this occasion to submit our own recommendations which, 
we feel, reflect the wishes ot the general public. 

The t1rst item mentioned in the public testicony was the 
need tor a Butter Zone between wind tarms and established 
residences. Th1s 1tem was never even seriously oonsidered 
by the Committee. The majority seemed to teel that increased 
set-baCk requ1rements and the acoustical study requrrement 
would be sufficient. 

Although we teel that the above two requirements were 
~ositive gains tor the public, it is still a piece-meel 
approach to a solution ot the problem. A resident 'Rill still 
have to be on oonstant guard against encroachment by new 
developers. 

\' 

A Butter Zone around established residences - within which 
no wind tarms would be allowed - would serve to restore the 
teeling of tranquility that residents previously enjoyed and 
would reduce the constant atmosphere of crisis thBt now prevails. 

The second item of m~1or con~ern to the citizens Ras that 
more detailed env1ronmental documentation should be done for 

{'wind projects. Preparation or an :.nvironmenJiiI Impact Report 
I (EIR) i!§ §ugg§s~A4. It was generally felt that en overall 
EIR should be made tor all areas deSignated as w-~. * speJitte 
Em could then be related to toe overell LIH. This 'Hculd 
'taoIlitate ah4Iysl§ or potent1al ploblen.s dne! lead to their 
mitigation in a Qore comprehensive manner. 
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Kern county board of supervisqr$/~~M C,O.Ct.L. 
I Volr ."''' _ .• _I If _ ~ Btl :,1.1, f ~ •• 

,,,, .... , -", 'TV ~r';fi·f 

8~1t;'t." GA. ~. 

To; 

Dear Sirs; 
After attending the meeting at the Tehachapi Veterans hall 

with Mr. Randoll Abbott, I am concerned with the proposal to put 
wind farms in the area of my home. I live at the end of Adalante 
st~ south and west of the town. There is a proposal to put wind 
mills directly to the east of me. For a variety of reasons I 
oppose this development. They include loss of my property value. 
the lack of adequate regulation for erosion. noise, etc. and the 
destruction of the tehachapi area's beauty. 

Please let me know when any hearings on this proposal. or 
any other proposal for development in my area, are being held. 

Is there some overall plan for the development of this 
industry in Kern county or even Tehachapi? 

I appreciate your help in this matter. 

~t1, rr/ukd.( 
/ldAu. d" JJ7aeb.f;?{ 

(\ 
...., \, 
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Formation or th .. <;"vr. ou~ C::l'rIROl'~DI'lr.c:: Cltl'~nl Coalition 

rhp wind .nerrv Industrv has attr8ct.d the attention of many cltlt.n •• 
A locftl group of concprnpd cltltens has hQPn meeting consistently .Ince the 
sprlne of lalt ye.r. Calling Itself Save Our Surroundln~1 (~OS) Citizen. 
Coatltlon, this ~ro~p recently selected officers, with Bucs Fontaine a. 
Chalrpprlon. 

While ~upportlnc renewable alternatlv. lources of enpr~v such as wind 
power, the Citizens Coalition also strlvps to work with Kern County Rovern­
mental 'cencles, .nd when posslblp, the wind Industry, to protect the rl~hts 
and property values of cltlt .. ns near wind farms and to protect the local 
environment from unnecessarv and Irrev~rsl~l~ damaae. 

Cltltens Inltlallv heca~ Involved when wlndfarms he~an appearlnc closer 
to homes In and around the Cameron Canyon area. Atso, thpre was a arowln« concern 
for the natlvp vp~etatlon and wildlife, as well as the fraclle soils where 
construction was taklnc place. Hearlncs, which were Yery well attended, were 
held ~v the Kprn County Planning DPpart~nt In ~javp. A 2roup of Tehachapl­
Mojave citizens bp.an cettln« de .. ply Involvpd hy attendlnR hearln«s, wrltlnc 
letters, makln« phone calls, .nd personally meetlnR with county officials. 

rhe major pffort Was to strenlthen the exlstln« county wind enerev ordinance, 
estahllsh a huffer zone het~een wlndfarms and prlvatp property. and encouracp 
the prpparatlon of an f!"lvlrnnmental Impact ~eport. The Kern County Wind Ener«v 
Alfjott~tton Ad Hoc Coftmrittep met several ~t~s-to~reylse the exlstln« ~lnd enerrv 
ordinance. Finally. on October ~, 19R4, the revised wind enerey ordinance w.s 
.pproved hy the Kprn County Aoard of Supervisors In front of a atandln« room only 
crowd In Aakersfleld. A suhspquent hearln« was held In Tehachapi. ~ovember 29. 
19R4, to explain the new ordinance and accept comments from .nother standlnc 
room only crowd. 

the Citizens Coalition feels It Is necessary to remain active to continue 
Improvtn. and monttortn~ the wind enercy process tn Kern County. There are .lrpadv 
over 10,000 county acres, In addition to seyeral thousand acres of Bureau of 
Land Hana~ement land, zoned tor wind ~npr~. The Cltltpns Coalition sua«ests the 
Importance ot taklnc an overall critical look at the effects of the wind Industry 
In our area. Th. utilization ot three land use tools may he used to evaluate 
the wind Industry thus far: I.) conduct a Cumulative F.nvlronmental Tmpact Report 
to study the total envlronmPntal eftects ot .xtstln~ wind far •• and to Identity 
future suitable and unsultahl. wind farm sites, 2.) prepare a separate wind 
enerev element In Kern County's General Plan. This element would address contaln­
m.nt, ~ultahillty, utlllEatlon, re~ulatlon and mltl«atlon t and 3.) prepare a 
cost/heneflt r.tlo study. the County might take In a million dollars In per~tt 
tees for wind machfne~. Then, the County mtRht have to spend 1.' million to 
conduct related studies, r.pa~r dama2. to dralna2e and roads, hire per.onnpl, 
and purchase vehlcl.s to enforce re2ulatlons related to the wind Industry. The 
result of thl, example would ~e a neqaClve cost/heneflt ratio for the County. 

The ~O~ ClttF.ens Cnalltlon Is worklnR hard to addrps, these concerns. Intpr­
eated citizens may loin hv wr\tlng to : ~O~ Citizens Coalition, P.O. Sox 6IJI, 
Tehachapi, Callf. 93561, or call1n~ A22-5R07. The sURcested donation I. $5. 

-54- • DOCUNENT t/lO 



SIERRA 

Clprk, K.rn County ~08rd of Supervisors 
1415 Truxton Ave. 
Bakersfield, CalIf. 93301 

~mbers ot the Board: 

r~or«ett~ Th.oclK, S.crptarv 
P. O. Anx 49 
TE'hachapt, Calif. 93~~1 

J",n. 23, 1985 

We wish to con~ratulat. the newly elpcted ~mh~rs of the ~oard and wish 
you a successful year. 

There are two IS5ues we wish to address concernlnR the wind Industry. first, 
concerned Involvement with this new Industrv Is rlslnR, not fadlnK, as the 
Bakersfteld Call forntan SU~lu!'stpd I n the art I ch on Januarv 23, 1985, "\II nd PArk 
Opposition Blown Out?". While the 'Kern-Kaweah Chapter of thE' '>Ierra Clu", supports 
renewahle ener~ resources such as wind power, It ts the manner In which the 
wind Industry is developlnq that we are opposed to. As we sURRested In the 5prln2 
ot 19A4, a Cumulative Environmental Impact Report needs to be conducted to study 
the total environmental effects of exlstln~ wind farms, and to identity future 
sultahle and unsuitable sites. We are aware that the PIAnntnR Department has 
applied for a California F.ner~ Commtssion RTant to tlnance such a study. It Is 

- our hope that this wilt Indeed be a cumulative study of alt relevant areas. Also, 
a spparat~ wind enerRY element needs to he prepared for the Kern County C~neral 
Plan. The development of alternative sources of enerRY such as wind power in 
rem County requlrp envlronmPntally sound policies to ensur~ future develop~nt. 

the second issue ot concern Is 70ne CAse ehanRP 1. 70nlnR ~ap 191, rp2ardln~ 
the property of ~enjamln Winter. who wishes to chan2P the rone trom A-I to A W-~. 
We concur with the Plannln2 DepartmPnt In Its recommendatlnn to dlsapprovp of 
this zone chan2e fnr two reasons! 1) the propertv In question Is not In the 
primary wind zone, and 2) Information trom an Environmental Tmpact Report can 
provide responsible overall picture of the environmPnt8l1v best sult~d sttes for 
vi nd ener~. 

The Kern-Kaweah Chapter ot the Sierra Ciuh exppcts to remain actively involved 
In improvtn2 and monitorinl the development of wind ener2V in Kern County. 

cc: ~. Ahhott, Plannin~ Department 
L. D. H111s, Publlc Works Department 
Carlene Radanovtch. ~rand JUry 
Scott Frazer, ScOl ConservatIon Service 
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SIERRA 

~.rn County Plannlnq o.par~ment 
~nvlronmental Analysis Division 
1103 \~lden ~tnt. Ave. 
~akersfl~ld, Caltf. 93301 

Dear Sir I 

Jan. 26. 19R') 

The tollowtn~ ar~ the views of the Kern-Kaw~ah Chapter of the Sierra Club 
In rt~stard to the F.nvlronmental Consultation for 1.llndsource, Zone Chanlle Case 
~n. ~. ~sp 168. After revlewinq the Information In the application, we ~st 
oppose the zone ehanlle from A-l to A-Wg on the ~aslc premise that this project 
Is not In a primary wind zone and therefore would not produce an optlmu~ of 
wind energy. The Impact on the rich physical and social charactertstlcs of the 
site, from a project of less than optimum wind energy potent'al, should he 
considered. 

PHYSIC.'\L CONOn IO~S 

1. Water Resources- When the sltp descrlptlnn states that "the site prlmarilv 
consists of rldqes and draws wtth alluvial fans In th~ flats". It Is clear a 
considerahlp portion of the sitp lies In natural waterw~vs. Also, the de5crlptlon 
states that "excavated materials shall he placed to elewtt:e the pad portion of 
the foundation In the alluvial fan area thus allowlnll sheet flow from hlah Inten­
sity summpr storms to pass". How wise Is It to place turhlnes In desert alluvial 
fans with qreat floodinq potential? 

2. Geolo«y/Spismlclty- A seismic study area (for the Garlock fault~ transects the 
site from east to west on both sections 29 and 31. Why hasn't this study area heen 
addressed In more detal11 Certainly the proximity of 8 major fault zone n~cess-

ttates a more In-depth study. 

3. ~atural Resources- fhe study states that d~sert pave~nt covers 3~1. of the 
western pftrts of section 31, OPsert pavement Is a natural phenomenon whereby 
small pebbles and stones form a compacted desert surface prot~ctlon from erosion 
and blowln~ dust. Disturnance of this natural erosion check may contrihute to 
Increased "fu~ltlv(> dust". 

(ye;rldhon ) 
4.Native piant tran~plant4tlon of protected species found on the site (Joshua trees, 
Lord·s Candle, ~e8vertall and Cholla cactus) Is offpred as a mittaatlon measure. 
How effpctlve Is the transolantation of protected specles~ Is there a docum.nted 
study with percentBR(>S of successful tr8nspt4nts? 
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t.~t, removal ~r shru~~ and ~ •• d plants viii reducp wildlife populations of 
r:ambel'. qu"Il, thp "\8ck-calll!d har", 8nd the Audu"'''" cottontlllilo 

5. WIldllf.- SE'veral sp.cle! found on the site hay •• protected st"tUI~ prairie 
talcon, Mournlnl dove, ~amh~l'~ quail, the ~lacK-tallpd harp, and the Auduhon 
cottontail. The furth.r rpductlon ot prime ha~tt4t tor a marRln.tlv locat~d 
vlnd tarm IPrvPS neltht"r the hest IntertHlJt ot thE' wlldllfp nor the vlnd Indu!IItrv. 

~OCI~L CONDlrIO~~ 

1. Archeolorv/Hlstory- ~vo archeolo~'cftt ~It~s (Individual bedrock mortar~) and 
nine "llIohted tlndll" vere located on the stte. rh" archeololltcal study states 
that an area ot section 29 "~I!IV Yield hurtpd cultural r~sources tnctudtnK llthtc 
I~plements and debltlllll .... ~urth.r. a slcnlflcant Iso18tpd find, an unclassified 
pro!ectlle pOint, '~av link thl~ region with a lake culture that existed thou­
sand~ of years a~o". Are such potentlallv Important r~sourcps ~n~ured protection 
when accldentatlv dillcovered ~y a hulldazer~ ~oth 5~ctlons merit further In­
dept'h study: 

In eonc1u8ton, we wish tn allaln E'mphasLz.e our support of wind E'nerR}'. However, 
there must he ~nvlronmentallv sound developm.nt to n41ance the l~pact. ~ 
therp Is a need to conduct a Cumulative f.nvironmental Impact Report to Id~ntlfy 
the areas ot prime wind ~mer£Y potential, hefore further re2Dnlnltdoccurs~-

CCI L. D. ~I\\s, Pu~llc Works DepsrtmPnt 
Clerk, Kprn County ~o8rd of Supervisors 
C8r\ene Radanovlch, Grand Jurv 
Scott Frazer, Soil Conservation Service 
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.' 
Kern County 

BUILDING INSPECTION DEPARTMENT 
L. Olle MIIi •. 01'"'0, 

July 23, 1984 

All Wind Farms 

Subject: Requirements of the A-W Zone 

. It has come to the attention of this department that the fencing and 
l10sting orwarnl.ng.s-igns as -required in Section 7186.3 o[Article 20.2 
pf' the Kern '"County Zoning'-cricfi"nance (V-cOverra.yr~ is-15eI"ngllegreceed 
at many wind -fanris:---"n-isstress-eatnat these aspects ot wind farit con­
struct10n musE De given high priority, Botn fencing and signs should be 
in place' at the time of installation of the wind generators. 

This letter is also a reminder that noW' is the time to prepare for the 
reseeding requirement. The optimum planting time is from October 1 to 
November 30. Such preparation should include the following: 

°Finish grading 
°Acquiring and/or modification of equipment 
°Training of personnel (essential to good results) 
°Purchasing and stockpiling seed, fertilizer and mulch 

QUe to the fact manpoW'er~ equipment and time will be in short supply' 
during the optimum planting time" preparation for reseeding is essential 
at this time. 

I 

Inspector I 

JVA:vt 

) 

'\ ", - . , 
• i ~ 
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Mr. L. o.te HIlls 
Kent County PubUc Works o.partlNne 
2601 0 Streee 
Bakersfield, Callt. 

Dear Mr. MIlls J 

Geor~ette rheot14, Secretary 
P.O. Box 49 
Tehachapi, callt. 93'6t 

Nov. 2, 1984 

t a. vrltln~ to voice my stronR support ot wtn~ farms in Kern County 
adherln~ to the newty revised Wind £ner~ Ordinance. The majority ot the' 
Ad Hoc Committee and the Kern County Wind £nerlY Assoctation expressed suppore 
ot the revised ordinance. While the Kern-Kaweah Chapeer ot the Sterra Club 
opposed the revised the ?JvUed 6f!!rnance cejange if did Hoe saates!, a 6Urte\-
:!6n!tgt:! S&'!BielfS!I!! _~ Oe: c~fealnlY iUpf~!: ,e_bmpl!~~:e ~!?F?n: ty . ' 

t re-zone parce 5 0 and.. •. . 
In lt~t of public concern for proeectlon of nearby residences and the 

envlrctn'Mnt;-c:Om-Uance vtth i:he new-regulae-tons' Is very fl1'l ortantand wiTi. 
expecte • 

of 

• ... 10lR CToq ! 

Sincerely, 

J~-'ttz, ,)~~~. 
/~o~~e;~ rheotlg, ·s~~r~~ 

Kern-Kaweah Chapter, Sterra Club 

!.' __ ~~ __ i·;~;··~·~O~IL~~~'W='='+-__ +-__ ~~ 
1 ! 031, Dfll 100.\0';) 

, : -~;~:":':':':::"::.:!..f--l---L_' . ---""-
i------
I-
i "'! 1 

' . ") . :-::-:;-----..<----r-----.. --.... -----""i----j 
, - I I 

____ 0 _' .... r: , 
~ii:·.'·"J 

i 

i. & sua. I ~·IJ i 
t SP"'CAl 01.5TS. I j 
L ;rv.NSIT f I ! I -- - I I 
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U·Hed Sla'81o 
( DfIIoIV1""",' 1")1 
• , A~* '- \Jfr~tit8 

Uc tobor l. 1984 

3r, .. 
C. "' ...... .",.: .. w« 
r,.....'I, • 

:'tr. Charll:'s 1<. Imon',:,l, ,<II.IiI'mall 
Califurn1.1 Ener~y CpmJ'llis!"ol.l11 
1516 :-.Iinth Street 
Sacramento. CA 95ijl~ 

Dear Mr. Imbrecht: 

CEC' ltro_ 
r.t 

I'cllil ... h.lpl Fil.'ld (Jffic~ 

I !Il L.I'4t T,,·hill'll.tpi 1'.<lIlI.·Vd rd 

I ~'II"lh'I\' i. L.,\ ',<\if, I 

I am writin~ til yuu re),!;llrti in~ st,It,'m~nt'.!i th,'\!: ,,\l"f' contained in :1 recent lettt'r 
f~()myour()ffice en ~tr. dnd ~Irs, Villi 111111<1'<'0.11' :tUj:1V\,.'. ,S('IccHical1v, then· is ,; 
stat~ment 1n your It!ttt!f indi.'atinl~ tl!:H "Soil Cun~crvation Service (SCS) has 1n­
~peCft!l1 tne tlithd L.trms 1Il V,I\lT' .lr,',1 «ifill !pmlll ehal ehust! to'ects are in t.:cm 11-
a ~ SOl. mana~~mt"!nt PCI'tl'I.'t IlIn~ r",'onlmcndect by SCS and the Kern County 'wind 
energy IJrdinancl!. I I.nl.,rClln;ltl,j\, I LIIl :Wl ,1\1.1"1:(;: wHh this statement. furtner. 
1 have nhservt:d SI:'rlllIlS l'n.l~11I1I "II ot Wln en~r!5:" ev@J.-

I It may be tll YtlUf 1'1.."1,,-,1 i l t.) n": il.·\J svme of the developments in Tehachapi 
\°111,' \1 lilt 

K@rn Count\.' ~l.tIld.lrJs. !ill\ol('vl'r. 1 f~l t it \old:; important to inform ytlU 

same cuuld Ih1t h.,' '''','ur.lll,lv I'prtrayt,J lit dl..'v!,!lullment [nat" has occured to 
II\.' "'''Ufl ,. ," ','our 111 llm;! lunrega-rdlnK SCS "inspE'c'ttnns' 

In ..1ddition. pl~il:.:oc n"l~' my ;ltladll'J l"'ttt!ts to ~r. Hugh Riecken of the BlJ1 
regarding SCS review uf UL:! (lr"lIj(>('ts. "':l' have not rcviewed any project or project 
plans f o-r the BU., tn U.I t l'. 

If I can be of :lIly [urtht-'r <lssisl.ln(;c, or' if yuu would like to aRk tiny quest­
ion~ ,1hout SCS r~vi~w of 101111.1 l'nt:'r~ .... dl:v(.'topml.!nt. pio:!.'lse do not hesitate to call 
upon me. 

S inc /i!r(! 1~·. 

S ..... ll 1< ra:tcr 
District Consl:!rvationist 

SF/ibm 
iH tachments 

c(: wI.· .Jte,lchr:wnl. l: .. r:I!" iii II ier. 1<;1.", Kivl'fsidl' 
'wI1 .. oIll, .. -hull'lI!. 1111;'" I~ i.<, 1.."11, Ijl.~l, "ivl'l ~,i.ll· 
,.<tu dtt"u.:llmt!l1t, :111Il'L; ;>loIrtill, !:i(~, ~rel'\l)1\ 

.. ~ .. 
•• I ..... 

'''/1,> !ttdchrnt:'nt, :\1 j'):ll.'ivs. 1'1"1':'" ;';,<1'1) CHilli\' w'ind i:ne1"":v A::;s('<. • 

.. /,) 'ittachmt,'t1l, ~ 1"l:11 i~"rllhi II. r<\ "1 \ ,'''Ill\ !'LlUl1in~ Ih·pt. 
'",/0 ~lttf.lChml~nt't Ji"., , ... i!I j;lm!';. 1;.1,'"(, ;~l'J\.·rsidL· 
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GfCMIC. otUINlIJ'.N. 0..-­

.'::;.'=,,',- ==========.~'''"'"" 
:ORNIA.' ENE~GY COMMISSION 
IINfH STREET 

Mr. Scott Frazer 
Sol1 Conservation Service 
120 East Tehachapi Bl 'old. 
Tehachapi, CA 93561 

Dear Mr. Frazer: 

Thank you for your recent letter. I appreciate the concern you have 
expressed regarding a stdtelllE!nt I made in d recent letter to Mr. and 
Mrs. Van Burkelo indicatin9 that the Soil Conservation Service had found 
wind projects in the Tehachd~i area to be in compliance with recommended 
soil management protections. 

not made such a 
5011 eroSl0n 

e now 
project 

Based on your telephone conversation, Ms. Gray has indicated that you feel 
the new wind energy ordinance adopted by the Board of Supervisors on 
October 8 is an improvement over previous erosion control measures in the;r 
earlier wind energy o~dinance. We share your hope that the provisions in 
the new wind energy ordinance will provide increased protections against 
soil erosion. 

In the future, if we have any questions regarding the Soil Conservation 
Service's views on any matter, we will contact you directly. I hope I have 
responded to your concerns. If you should have any further questions or 
comments. please feel frep. to contact me. 

Si ncer"y t 
.1 

/ 7 I 
.', /' -", 

/. ;: 
i (,,'t<.. t.. c..J J 

!.. ' 
/J-,.\~ u.~ L, 

cc: 

..... 
CHARLES R. IMBRECHT 
Chainnan 

Morris Martin, SCS Fresno 
Al Dawies, Kern County Wind Energy Association 
Glenn Barnhill, Kern County Planning Department 
Mr. and Mrs. Van Burkp.l0 
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Office Memorandum 
.'. 

• KERN COUNTY 
" 

TO -', " File p-. DAnI APril '19, 1985 
'. , 

, " 

now: I . jeff Van Andel 
Building Inapector ~ 

Te!ephone No.(80S) 822'-6329 

SUBJlSC'1": S ta tus of Machines of CAnnon I & II , . 

f 

: 

; ! 

FOUR PERCENT 
OPERABLE 

: ~ ; 

/ I 

, \ 
S. 
,t 

STORM MASTERS, , 

Phase I 

Storm Master 85 

Century 0 

llind Tee' 1 

Total 86 

-24 sites are miSsing blades or generators , 

Phase II, Total Operable .. " 

0 185 1 

, 

62 i- " 62 0 , 
5 ,I, 6 5" 

," 
'0 

67 153 6 

°Others have problems with the hub, yaw bearing and/or control panel 
,0 All except one, have been svitched off for several months to prevent them 

from self destructing vhen they lose blades. They will probably remain 
switched off until ~ stronger hub is designed. 

°If they vere switched on, they might be able to get 30 running at the most 

CENTIJRIES 

°13 tovers down and/or missing blades or turbines \ I , 

°8 missing umbilicals (the vire harness between generator' on top and the 
control panel belov) , , 

" ° All disconnected' fr"om" 480 volt line at tvo' d~ffer,ent 'poihts:, (at" leR.,St) , in 
the contro~ panel 

°Host control panels are missing part~, some "are'completely stripped 

DOCUMENT #17 
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" .. '" , 
~-~ERN COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

EROSION CONTROL PLAN RE-SEEDING REOUIREM!:NT8 moo RE-SEEDING SCH8llI..E 
WINDPARK NAME 

OA IE RECEIVED DAlE APPROVED CUP- OR - ZC RE-SEEDING ueTHOD SlAAT DAlE 

AIRTRICITY UAY 28. 11104 .u.y 10. 111114 CUP 11-101 PER U.8.o.A. 80Il OCT. 11. 1884 
CONSEftVA TION 

CUP 14-181 NONE 
CANNON 1 A 2 JUNE 12. 11184 .lJNe 13. 111114 PER U.S.D.A. lOll OOT.l1104 

CUP 10-181 CONSERVATION 

CANNON 3. 48 A 4b JUNe 12. 111114 .AN 13. 11114 1C PER W-fl 0RlINAHCl! OOT.111114 

CUP 11.10-1110 NONE 
ZOND SYSTEM UA Y 14. "184 OOT.2.11104 PER U.S.D.A. lOlL , ON GOINQ 

CLP 21.24-11. CONSERVATION 

AMERICAN WIND CUP 12.13-11111 NONE 

ENERGY ...... 1\ I. 11114 .u.. Y UI. 11104 CUP lI.aO.13-1811 
PER U.O.O.A. SOIl DEC. 111114 
COWSERVA lION 

RIDGELINE I ESI JAN. aa. 18111 APR. I. lliU 
CUP 11-1111 .PER BIOTA REPORT APR. 22. 11181 
CUP 14-11111 NONE 

ENERGY PROGRAMS I 
IWNOIS WIND 

DEC. 4. 11104 DEC.,. 11114 10 PER W-I! ORDINANCE WAR. 11. 11111 

CUP l1-Ull PER PAJUELA PEAK 
ARBUTUS (REV) JAN. I. 1885 ..IAN. I" 1881 CUP la-1Il 

VEGETATION REPORT ..IAN. U. 11101 
NOltE 

OAK CREEK ,CUP l,I.UI-1110 NONE 

ENERGY NOV. 12. 11184 NOV. 12. 1'14 
CUP 11.21- 1110 

REVEGETAn: WITH NOV. 1110. 
NATIVE PlANTS 

SIROCCO ENERGY SEPt 24. 11104 NOV. 11. 11104 CUP 18.ll1-1I1a PER U.S.D.A. lOlL 
FEe. - foWl I,ll 

CONSERVATION 

WIND SOURCE NOV. 20. 18114 DEC.. 13. 11184 ZC PER W-I! OAOINANCE FElL 118. 

ZEPHYR PARK· NOT REQUIRED CUP 1I-lIa NOT RfQUlR£O NOT flEQIJI.RED 

CORAM NOV. 10. 11184 NOV. 30. UI84 10 PER w-e OADIHAHC& ..IAN. 11181 

\ 
CALWIND AUQ. 20, 111114 SEPT. 11. 11104 10 PER BIOTA REPORT fEB. ... 1885 

PAN PACIFIC NOT REQUIREO CUP 11-1118 NOTREaMIEO ~TREQIJI.RED 

WINOLA NO I TRIAD WIlY 3. 1084 JUNE .0 11184 CUP 1-1111 
REVEGETATE WITH 

NADVE PLANT. 
JAN. - fE8. 11181 

FLOWIND (RE\/) JAN. I. 19811 ..IAN. 18. 11181 CUI 1-1.1 
REVEGETATE WITH 

JAM. 1885 
NATIVE PlAHT8 

G & G WIND DEC. 11. 11184 DEC. 11. 1l1li4 1C PER W-I ORDINANCE ..IAN. - FElL 11181 

WINDRIDGE I 
OCT. I), 11)84 NOV.,.laIl4 PER W-fl ORDINANCE NOV. 1184 WILLOWIND ZC 

CAMERON HILLS NOT RECEI~;t PER U.S.D.". 80/1. NOTREce:~t ------ ZC CONSERVATION 

1} CEIlTIFICA liON FROU ENGINEER. 

- - .- - - - . "' __ ._A ____ .... ~._~ ... ___ ._ . ., . .- _ ...... 

~~ ReSEeDING PLANA SCHEDUlE. REPORT ALEO WITH BOARD 

COUPl.ETE DA 1£ 

foWl 1881 

foWl 1881 

foWl 1881 

RE-

1lEC. 111M 

APR. II. "III 

MAR. al ... III 

foWl 1881 

foWl 1881' 

fEB. -'foWl 1881 

FEB. 1881 

--------
JAN. - Rll 1881 

fE8. 1. 11181 

--------
..IAN. - Rll' 11185 

..IAN. .. lli1116 

JAN. - Rll 1M. 

MAR. 1881 

-----
"Ie "Ie "Ie 

:y.:y.:y.lf 

L, DALE MILLS - DIRECTOR 

. 
Aer. RE-SEBlING SO£Dll..E CCRTIFICA l1ClH ISSLE DATE 

DAre 8TAAreD DATE COUPlETEO saDIHG 

DEC. .. ,11M APRIL 20. "I' "Ie 

"'AA. II ... I. ArA ••• "II 

3, .... -HOV ... 111M JAN. 30. II1U 
MAR. I. IIiU PARTIAL .-fEIL" 11186 

SEEDING PAOGRAW» 
APR. I. ' .. I 

PARTIAL 

DEC. ... IINI4 DEC. ... 111M APR. I. lU. 

"Ie "Ie "Ie "Ie V 

"'AR •• 1. 1 ... APR. a. II ... 

fEe .... ll1U 
OCT." 1884 FElL 1. I. APR. I. illS 

teN. If. I" foWl ... 1.111 
APR. I. lau 

"Ie "Ie "Ie V 

WAR. la. 11.1 WAR. la. 111111 

-------- --------- ------------

foWl 11. 18111 foWl 11. 11186 APR. '. ,.15 

fElL 1 I. 1185 UAIl. 11. 1185 APR. a, lU5 

-------- -------- ------------

NA.R. 1 •• 11111 
APRIl. 2a. 1181 
WAY 11. 118. 
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:t.. DALE MILLS 
D'''ICTO .. 0 .. ~U.LIC WO .. ", 

COU .. TY IU"VIYO" 
ou •• eTO .. 0 ... UILDINQ IN .... CTIO .. 

COUNT., "OAD CO .... I •• IO ... .. 

.--~ 
CERTIFIED #635762 . 

/ 

~----------------------~ 

Mr. Ted Wyman 
Windridge/Willowind Windpark 
406 E. Tehachapi, CA 93561 

Dear Mr. Wyman: 

Teleplton. 
(101' lel' 24'1 

May 17, 1985 

PUBLIC WORKS & 
COUNTY SURVEYOR 

2101 ., 0" It,.e. 
',"'e",..I •. CIU'O'" •• 

13301 

File: 11550.9 

RE: As-Graded Certification for Windridge/Willowind 
Windpark (Grading Permit #30958-B) 

It appears that the reseeding has been completed on the subject 
windpark; however, our landscape architect (Mr. Tim Nord) cannot 
complete the first phase of the seeding certification process until he 
receives copies of your daily seeding reports and the grading has been 
properly certified. It is requested that you provide Mr. Nord with the 
necessary reports and your engineer provide the Planning Department and 
Building Inspection Division with the As-Graded Plans and Grading 
Certification. (Please note that approval of the plans and 
certification by Planning is required prior to acceptance of these 
documents by Building Inspection.) 

If the matter is not resolved wjthin twenty (20) days after receipt of 
this letter, it is our intention to recommend to the Board of 

-Supervisors that no additional building permits ~e~~£ued until the 
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Ted Wyman 
March 22, 1985 
Page 2 

_ seeding reports and grad1~tjfjcatjon have been provided in 
. ~ccordance with out reqyest .. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact this office. 

~ 
LDM:WDT:cc 
DRAIN 
cc: All Supervisors 

County Administrative Office 
~Attn: Ms. Mary Weddell 
"'brand Jury 
Planning Department 
Attn: Mr. Glenn Barnhill 

Building Inspection 
Attn: Mr. Gene Olcott 

L. DA 
Director 

Nord Landscaping Company 
Patrick & Henderson Engineering Company 
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SIERRA CLU' 

Kern County Plannln~ Department 
~nvlron .. ntal Analysis Division 
1103 Golden State Ave. 
Bakersrle1d. Callrornla 93301 

Dear 51 r r 

Geor«pcte meott., Secretary 
P.o. /\ox 49 
t.hechepl. Calit. 93561 

1'fay 21 f 198' 

The fo11owin~ are the comments ot the Kern-KaweehChapter ot the Sierra 
Club In recard to the Proposed N .... tiv. Declar.tion tor Wlnd,ource, Zone Chan ... 
Case No.4, Map 168. Arter rev\ewina the Information in the Proposed Ne~atlv. 
Declaration, we must oppose this lone chen~e (rom A-l to A-WE tor the (ollowlna 
reasons: 

1) First, we maintain that no further zone chan~es occur until the ~~ster 
Environmental Assessment hetn. conducted hv the countv Is complete. 

2) As stated tn the remarks, the project stt" has"!ft8rlJlnal"'to "~ood" wind 
resource potential. We matntaln that only "excellent" wind resource potential 
sites be d.v.loped to justltv the loss ot rich hahltat and open space. 

3) '~roslon potential ran~es troa moderate to very hizh. Cache Creek Rural 
Co ..... ni ty Is tocated approxiut.ly on. nd 1e ea,t.· f A consi derahle portion ot the 

site lies in natural watervays. 

4) ~ative plant trsnsplantatlon ot protected spectes tound on the stte ts 
otter.d as a mitigation measur •• How ettectlve is the transplantatton ot protected 
specias' 

5) Several sp.cies tound on the stte have a protected status. the turther 
reduction of prim. habitat tor a mar~inally located wind tarm serves neither the 
best Interest ot the Wildlife nor the wind industry. 

In conclUSion, va wish to a~.in emphasize our support ot vind energy. Hovever, 
there must be environmentally sound development to balance the impact. The Master 
Environmental Assessment may .. lve a total picture from which to base tuture plsnnlnc 
of wind development. we encoura~e a stop on zone chanRes until this study is 
complete. 

eel L.D. Mills, Puhlic Works Department 
Clerk. Kern County Board ot Supervisors 
Carlene Radanovtch, Grand Jury 
Scott Frazer, Soil Conservatton Service -66- DOCUMENT If: 2 a 
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Three leellans 25' 

At wind farms 

A \oc;ally owned. Iollilly adludlcilid al.lplplI •• rvlng 1111 En' III' cammunlllli II 
Botan, CIII/Olnil CHy. Clnlll, Edwards AfI, ""IVI. HortII Edwardl IIId RotllllOftd. VOllJMEJ1 HUMin so December 12, 1984 

Conservation distric~ demands enforcement of erosion control 
BORON The Eastern Kern Coun- \that they're not following up on mlli- '''I'm not against alternate energv." hand, in order to ilvoid taking illass on 

ty Resource Conservation District. the sation mesures. Baslc~ It'S lOSt to Im- N~son saKl, .. ana neitf\l!t is any mem- the sale. "It'snot a money-makin8 
president of which, William Nelson, is ,iesson the BOard of pervlSOl'S fb dI1 Der of the district baara. But wnei'i yOU· kind 01 thing," he said. "It's iI br~ak-
a Boron resident, has sent a letter to something." - pu!l~ something hk; O'll! ~(J tl'i!fi!'1reeven thins." 
the Kern County Board of Supervisors .& Nelson said that the district directors con ItIon5 set fof h me permits, - Distribution point locations wm be 
complaining about lack of compliance are concerned about the possible con- ose con I Ions S ou ~e«;ided next month. The Aspen Mall 
with erosion control measures by wind sequences of a wet winter this year: e son, w 0 wor as a c emls at In California City was mentioned as 
farms in the area between Tehachapi He pointed out that the wind farmers the Rocket Propulsion Laboratory near one possible site. 
and MojaVe. }Ys:re.~posed to reseed the hillside here, said, "We decided ilt our last Nelson said that the main acti~ty 01 

The letter mentioned Oak Creek ~nd tar perrTllts were Issued on hie-' meeting that we thought a lener to the the district board presenUy is planning 
Energy, American Wind and several asls that they would regenerate the 'board would be ilppropriate, that for the future. He ildded thitthe iln­
other new projects and urged the ,.se;.!~_~ they're lelling these .hinas come in nul educalional booklets fOf "hooI 
counly to take all necessary actio~s tooca;jeSi ~;:~; ?ne after another ~nd t~re not tak- children from kinder8arten ~p .to 
prevent further developments until all e as an th roper conservation measur~ seventh grilde are ready to be dislnb-
the disturbed areas are treated. rg vo umes 0 leh are Wrl en In 0 e rmits." uted to the schools ilround the first 01 

"We were ralher concerned about e r -- n a I erent 10PIC, t e conserva- the ye"r. . 
it as jar as m,e wifi!! ?!~'~!~:~::; : crfall\~«; U e ~L _ tion .dis!rict's windbre~k tree sale is The booklets cover such t?pes as 
proper erosIOn con ro s: . nvrn e la . . .' ." ._contlnulng. Nelson said that about soli usage, water conservahon ilnd 
"We r~uestetl rnat (tie counly require 0 r06leihiJ!e =~·l,OOO trees have been ordered in the natural resourse management. "It runs 
tFiese people fo ~mplv ent ISlnten e to e p pr ...... Inyokern area. He said that the.district the complete gauntlet," Nelson said, 
~hvn~~lanaW5-cm(f"h'F1Xn'Bt!I\7C11 ... lI": .... will take orders this ,year, buy: .. ,n~lI, .addins t~~.the l>o!lklets f~xlLu:l'~a dif· 

.lioniawsto control me erosion that... Nelson pointed out that Oak Creek number of trees above the amount (erent one of about six subjects each 
comes from Hrea1<tn'g-op tire deselt to ... Energy's wind park is partly within the ordered and have them available as year so that over the course of an ele 

1 Du1Tdlnese"'1htngs," .• bounds of the EKCRCD and partly in extras (or sale at the distribution points. mentary school student's education, 
"It's nor In oppmition to wind farm· the Tehachapi Resource Conservation He stressed the fact that there will he or she can learn about each topic 

ing," he continued, "but a complaint District. not be many of these extra trees on in some depth. 


